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4F. ift. TRHpft, hNt 

CABINET SECRETARIAT 
(Department of Personnel and Administrative Reforms) 

New Delhi, the 25th January, 1974 

S.O. 413. — In exercise of the powers conferred by sub- 
section (1) of section 492 of the Code of Criminal Piocedure, 


1898 (5 of 1898), the Centrid Government hereby appoints 
Shri P. R. Namjoshi, Advocate, Bombay, as Special Public 
Prosecutor for conducting the prosecution of the accused 
persons in the case of Stale Vs. Shri B. P. Gariwala, Ex- 
Hcad Shrolf and Shri Aziz Sultan Hajeebhoy cx-Agent, 
Union Bank of India, Bombay before the Court of Sessions 
Judge, Bombay (R.C, No. 60/71 of the Special Estab- 
lishment). 

[No, 225/92/73-AVD. U] 
B, C. VANJANI, Under Secy, 
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FXECTION COIMMTSSION OF INDIA 

New Delhi, the 21st Jamiary, 1974 

S.O. 414. — In c\ertise of Ihe rowers eonferred by sub- 
section (1) of section 13A of the Representation of the 
People Act, 1950 (43 of 19.50), the Election Commission of 
India, in consultation with the Cioveinment of Manipur, 
hereby nominates Shri S. S. Agrawal, Secretary (l.aw) to the 
Governrhent of Manipur as the Chief Electoral OITieer for 
the State of Manipur with effect from the 7th December, 
1973 and until further orders, vice Shri N. D. Jayal, 

[No. 1.54/MR/731 

^ 28 T-Td tT', 1074 
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ORDER 

New Delhi, the 28th January, 1974 

S.O. 415. — Whereas the Election Commission is satisfied 
that Shri Brij Bihari Singh, Village and P. O. Bhada, Dis- 
trict Shahabad (Bih.ai) who was a contesting candidate for 
election to the House of the People from 37-Bu\ar Parlia- 
mentary Constituency held in March, 1971 has failed to 
lodge an account of hE election expenses ns required hy 
the Representation of the People Act, 1951, and the Rules 
made thereunder ; 

And whereas, the said candidate even after the due notice 
has not given any reason or explanation for the failure and 
the Election Commission is satisfied that he has no good 
reason or justification for the failure ; 

Now, therefore, in pursuance of section lOA of the said 
Act, the Election Commission hereby declares the said 
Shri Brij Bihari Singh (o he disqualificil for being chosen 
as, and for being, a member of cither House of Parliament 
or of the Legislative Assembly or Legislative Council of a 
State for a period of three years from the dale of Ihi.s 
order. 

[No. BR-HP/37/71(lh)l 
B. N. BHARDWAJ, Secy, 


New Delhi, the 6th Eehruary, 1974 

S.O, 416, -In pnrsiiancc of Clause (b) of Sub-Section (2) 
of Section 116C of the Representation of the People Acl. 
1951, the Flection Commission hei'cby publishes the Judg- 
ment dated 21 December, 1973 of the Supreme Court of 
India in t'ivil Appeal No. 870 of 1973 against the fudement, 
dated 26 March, 1973 ol the High Court of judicature at 
r.alna in Eleciion Petilion No. 1 ol 1972. 

IN THE SUPREME COI'RT OF INDIA 
CIVIL APPELl A t E JURISDICTION 
Civil Appeal No. 870 of 1973 


Hukumdev Narain Yadav Appellant 

lA. 

1 alit Narain Mishia Respondent. 


JUDGMl NT 

T.AG AN VIOH AN REDY. J. In the bye-eleclion to I ok 
Sabha from Darbhanga I'arliamentary Constituency held on 
lanuary 30, 1972, llie respondent Lalit Narain Mishi-a— a 
candidate of the tndiaii National Congress— was declared 
elected on February 2, 1972 by a margin ol 91,078 votes 
against his rival Ramsewak Yadav -a candidate of the Socialist 
Party — at that clccLion. The appellant an elector in that 
constituency presented an election petition on Monday, 
March 20, 1972, instead of on Saturday, March 18, 1472, 
which was the last rlay of limitation. The petition, however, 
was dismissed by the High Court as being time-barred. 
Against that judgment an order this appeal has been filed 
under .s. 116-A of the Representation of the People Acl, 
1951 (heieinafter refci'red to as ‘the Act'). 

It may be mentioned that s. 80-A was added to the Act 
by the Amendment Act 47 of 1966, whereiindcr the High 
Court was given jurisdiclion to try election petitions. This 
jurisdiction has to be exercised ordinarily by a Single Judge 
of that Court and the Chief Justice could from tmie to 
time assign one or more Judges for that purpose. Section 
81 presciibcs the period of 45 days from the date of the 
election of a returned candidate within which an election 

petilion calling in question any election on one or more 

grounds spccilied in sub-s. (I) of s, 100 and s. 101 has to 

he pre.scnted to the High Court. If the provision.s of .sec- 
tion 81 are not complied with, s. 86 recpiires that the High 
Court shall dismiss the petition. There is no doubt that 

cleclion petition in this case has been presented beyond the 
period of 45 days and had necessarily to he dismissed. 

What we have to consider, however, is that whether hav- 
ing regard to the reqirirements of rr. 6 and 7 of the Rules 
for the Disposal of Election Petition framed by the Patna 
High Court, an election petition should only be filed before 
,a ludge of the High Court sitting in open court, and it 
conld not he filed on a Saturday when the Judges do not 
sil and hence the filing ol that petition on Monday, March 
20, 1972, Sunday being a holiday, is in time, liven if it 
be held that the filing of the petition was beyond the time 
picscribeil in s. 81, it has fnrlher' to be considered whether 
the provisions of s 5 of the 1. imitation Act 36 of 1963 are 
applicable lo .such petitions and whether the petitioner has 
stiown sirtficient cause in the pelilmn which has now been 
field bd'oie Court for not filing the petition in time to 
enable the Court to admit it after the pr’c.scribcd period. 

Three qLrestions which require determination ar’c — - 

(1) Is the Coiir't closed on Saturriay, when the Jirdges 
do not sit for the pitrposes either of s, 10 of the 
General Clauses Acl. or s, 4 of the limitation 
Act? 

(2) By virtue of s. 29(2) of the 1 imitation Act, arc 
the provisions of ss. 4 to 24 of the said Act appli- 
cable to election petitions? 

(3) If they are, and s. 5 of the Limitation Act is 
applicable, rlo the facts of the case warrant condo- 
nation of delay? 

fin the question whether the petitioner could h.ave filed 
the petition on Satui'day, March 18, 1972, what has to be 
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seen is whether the Court can be said to be closed within 
the meaning of either s. 4 of the Limitation Act, 1963, or 
s, 10 of the General Clauses Act, 1897, because under both 
the provisions where the prescribed period cf limitation 
expires on a day when the Court is closed the petition could 
be filed on a day when the Court re-opens. Where, how- 
ever, the provisions of the Limitation Act apply, the pro- 
viso to s. lOtl) of the General Clauses Act in ICL-rus makes 
that provision itself inapplicable. Under s. 4 ol the Limi- 
tation Act it is provided that where the prescribed period 
for any suit, appeal or application expires on a day when 
the Court is closed, the suit, appeal or application may be 
instituted, preferred or made on the day when the Court 
re-opens. The Explanation thereof states that a Court shall 
be deemed to be closed on any day within the meaning of 
that section if during any part of its normal w'orking hours 
it remains closed on that day. It was sought to be con- 
tended that even if the Limitation Act applies, s. 4 would 
not apply because an election petition is neither a suit, nor 
an appeal nor an application, nolw'ithstanding the definition 
of "application” contained in s. 2(b) of the Limitation Act 
as including a petition, ft is, in our view, unnecessary to 
examine the submission in this conte.xt because even if s. 4 
of the Limitation Act does not apply s. 10 of the General 
Clauses Act will certainly apply to election pet.lions to be 
filed under the Act as held by this Court in H H. Raja 
Harinder Singh r. S. Karnail Singhd Tn that cise an elec- 
tion petition had to be filed under r. 119(a) of the Election 
Rules not later than fourteen days from the terminus a quo 
prescribed therein, but as the day on which it could be 
filed was a Sunday he filed it on the next day. The con- 
tention of the Solicitor-General was that s. 10 of the General 
Clauses Act "can apply on its own terms only when the 
act in question is to be done “with a preset ibed period”, 
that under r, 119(3) of the Election Rules the petition has 
to be filed "not later than" fourteen days, that the two ex- 
pressions do not mean the same thing, the words of the 
Rule being more peremptory, and that accordingly s. 10 
of the General Clauses Act cannot be invoked in aid of 
a petition presented under r, 110, later than fourteen days”. 
This argument was rejected as being erroneous because 
"Broadly stated, the object of the section is, to enable a 
person to do what he could have done on a holiday, on the 
next working day. Where, therefore, a period is prescribed 
for the performance of an act in a Court or office, and that 
period expires on a holiday, then according to the section 
the act should be considered to have been done within that 
period, if it is done on the next day on which the Court or 
office in open. For that section to apply, therefore, all 
that is requisite is that there should be a period prescribed, 
and that period should expire on a holiday." Of course 
s. 10(1) of the General Clauses Act does not speak of a 
holiday, but lefers to the Court or office being closed cn the 
last day of the prescribed period to enable a party to do an 
act or take any proceedings on a certain day or within a 
prescribed period, as the next day on which the Court or 
office is open. If the Court is closed on the day when limi- 
tation expired, s. 10(1) of the Geneial Clauses Act enables 
the filing on the next working day of the Court, But is 
the Court closed on a Saturday when the Judges do not sit 
though the office of the High Court is open? 

A long course of decisions have held that a Court is not 
closed notwithstanding the fact that ludges do not sit on 
any day if otherwise the Court is open on that day. 
Harries. C. J. during the course of the arguments in 
Lachmalinar Ptasad Shiikul v. Girdhari Lai Chaudhuri- 
observed that "Saturday” is a court day although the Judges 
arc not sitting on that day. The learned Chief Justice and 
Fazl Ali, J.. as he then was, (Agarwala, J.. dissenting) went 
to the extent of holding that even in the vacations the Court 
is not closed and money can be deposited. Turner. C.J.. 
speaking for himself, Kernan, Kinderslay and Muttiisami 
Ayyar. JJ.,(lnnes, J., dissenting) observed in IVarluyanpa 
Mudali and others v. Axyasami A\-\or^‘ "The judicial sittings 
of "the Court may be adjourned; but the offices of the 
Court may still remain open for the offices of the pleadin.es. 
The Court may be open for this purpose although the 
Judge is not engaged in Judicial functions or is not present 
in the Court-house or in the place where the Court is 
held." A Bench of the Madras High Court in In re. 

(1) (1957) S.e.R. 208. 

(^) I.L.R. 19 Pat. 123. 

(") J.L.R. (1882) 5 Mad. 189 at 192. 


Thokkudubivyanu Immaniyelu and others-*^ dealt with a 
similar practice which is followed by all High Courts and 
this Court for the summer vacation when the Courts close. 
The notifications in respect thereof specify a period between 
Monday to Friday both days inclusive as the vacation. The 
Court reopens on a Saturday, but judicial work starts only 
on the following Monday. It was held that the first day of 
the Court was a Saturday which was the day or receiving 
papers though the Judges actually sat for judicial work on 
Monday, as such an application, for which the prescribed 
period of limitation expired on Saturday the 5th when the 
Court was open and was not filed on that day, but on 
Monday the 7th. was held to be barred. See also Dwarka 
Piasad and another v. Union on India^; and Sajjansingh and 
another v. Bhogilal Pandya and Anr^. 

It is, however, contended that having regard to rr. 6 and 
7 of the Election Rules made by the Patna High Court 
under which an election petition has to be presented to a 
judge or a Bench sitting in open Court, and since Judges do 
not sit on a Saturday there is no Court on that day to which 
an election petition could be presented, we have to deal 
with this aspect. 

,\t one stage the power of the High Court to make elec- 
tion rules was canvassed, but ultimately the validity of the 
Election Rules as such was not seriously challenged, and 
hence it is not necessary for us to express our views in this 
regard. Even on the assumption that the High Court could 
make the Election Rules and they are valid, do rr. 6 and 
7 of those Rules warrant the submission that the Court is 
closed on the day when the Judges do not sit, though Ihe 
office of the High Court is open? Rules 6 and 7 of the 
Flection Rules are as folows : 

"6. Subject always to the orders of the Judge, before a 
formal presentation of the election petition is made to the 
Judge in open Court, it shall be presented to the Stamp 
Reporter of the Couit. who shall certify thereon if it is in 
time and in conformity with the requirements of the Act, 
and the Rules in this behalf, or is defective and shall there- 
after return the petition to the petitioner for making the 
formal presentation after removing the defects if any; 

Pro\'ided that if on any Court day the Judge is not avail- 
able on account of temporary absence or otherwise the 
petition may be presented before the Bench hearing Civil 
applications and motions.” 

“7. (!) The date of presentation to the Judge or the 
Bench as mentioned in the proviso to rule 6 shal be deemed 
to be the date of the filing of the election petition for the 
purposes of limitation. 

“(2) Immediately after it is presented, the petition shall 
be entered in a special register maintained for the registra- 
tion of election petitions.” 

A reading of the above rules would show that — (1) the 
petition must first be presented to the Stamp Reporter; (2) 
the Stamji Reporter has to certify thereon whether it is in 
time and in conformity with the requirements of the Act and 
the Rules in that behalf or is defective; and thereafter (3) 
the petition shal! be returned to the petitioner removing 
defects if any. and for formal presentation after removing the 
defects; (4) if the Judge who is designated to entertain and 
try election petitions is absent, the petition shall be presented 
before the Bench hearing Civil applications, and motions; 
and (5) the date of presentation before the Judge or Bench, 
as the case may be, as provided in the proviso to r. 6 
shall be deemed to be the date of filing the election petition 
for the purposes of limitation. If would appear from the 
above that the date of formal presentation to the Judge or 
the Bench, as the case may be, is the actual date of filing 
the petition. What happens when on the last day of the 
expiry of limitation for filing the petition, though a working 
day for the Court, if peradventure none of the Judges 
sit ? Though in a Court which has a number of Judges, such 
a contingency may not occur, but in a High Court which 
consists of only one Judge such as is envisaged in the pioviso 
to s. 80- A of the Act and that High Court has rules similar 
to rr. 6 and 7, it would, if we accept the contention of the 


(G (1948) 1 M.L.J. 49. 

A.I.R. (1954) Pat. 384. 
(6) A.I.R. (1958) Raj. 307. 
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learned Advocate for the appellant, create an anomaly when 
the only Judge of the High Court is absent due to illness or 
some other cause and the petition cannot be presented even 
though the Court has not Ireen closed, Th(; appellant in 
these circumstances would have us say that the Court is 
closed. But this contention has no validity, because as is 
submitted by the learned Advocate for the respondent that 
rr. 6 and 7 of the Election Rules should be scad subject to 
r, 24 of the same Rules and if so read, the Patna High 
Court Rules, in so far as they are not inconsistent with the 
said Election Rules, shall apply mmuth muiai>di.\ to all elec- 
tion petitions. A reference to r, 26 of Chapter VIT Part II 
of these Rules which regulate the procedure and practice 
before admission, would show what provision has been made 
in cases where appeals or applications have to be presented 
to a Bench and no Bench is sitting on the day when the 
limitation is due to expire. Rule 26 provides; 

“On any Court day on which no Bench is or ha.s been 
sitting, any memorandum of appeal or application 
which might be baricd by time and which is entcr- 
talnable only by a Bench may be presented to the 
Registrar, or, in his absence from Court on that day 
to the Deputy Registrar, of in their absence to the 
Assistant Registrar, who shall certify thereon that 
such memorandum of appeal or appficaticn was on 
that day presented to him: 

“Provided always that no such presentation to the Regis- 
trar, Deputy Registrar, or Assistant Registrar, shall 
be of any effect, unless such memorandum of appeal 
or application be presented to a Bench on the next 
subsequent day on which a Bench is sitting’’. 

It was. however, contended by the learned Advocate for 
the appellant, though on a further consideration he did not 
think that he could sustain it, that r. 26 makes a reference 
to an application and not to a petition; as such that rule 
is inapplicable to an election petition. Since it has been raised, 
we can only say that such an argument would he miscon- 
ceived because r. 1 of Chapter III Part Tl stales that every 
application to the High Court shall be by a petition written 
in the English language, rr. 2 to 10 further require what the 
petition should state, that it should be accompanied wiih 
etc. By these rules which have been made applicable to 
election petition by r, 2 of the Election Rules, whenever an 
application has to be made to a High Court, il should be 
made by a petition, so that there is no warrant for the sub- 
mission that r. 26 docs not deal with a petition, but only 
with an application. 

Tt is further submitted that r. 26 has no application as 
it is inconsistent with r. 7 because under the latter rule the 
date of presentation to a Judge or a Bench is deemed to be 
the date of the filing of the election petition for the purpose 
of liraitalion, but r. 26 provides for the presentation to the 
Registrar etc. and after certification it is to be presented to 
a Bench on the next subsequent day on which the Bench is 
sitting. If that is the day for limitation, the learned advocate 
subirnts then no other day on which it is not presented to n 
Judge can be considered to be the day for limitation. If so, 
the presentation before the Registrar would be inconsistent 
with the requirements of r. 7 In our view, there is nothing 
inconsistent in rr. 6 and 7 of the Election Rules and r. 26 
of the Patna High Court Rules, because r. 7(1) doe.s not 
provide for a situation w'here the Judges do not s't and the 
period prescribed is deemed to expire on that day. It may 
be that the presentation to the .Judge will be the date of 
filing for the pruposes of limitation, but that docs not ex- 
clude a difFcrcnt procedure for filing in a case where limita- 
tion is about to expire, when the conditions prescribed in 
the proviso to r. 6 of the Election Rules cannot be com- 
plied with. If r, 7|1) of the Election Rules had stated that 
the date of presentation to the Judge shall be deemed to be 
the date of the filing of the election petition for the purpose 
of determining whether the i^tition is barred by time, then 
such a provision could be said to be incon.sistcnt with r. 26 
of the Eligh Court Rules. But that is not the case here. 
What r. 7(1) provides is that the date of presentation to a 
Judge or a Bench as mentioned in the proviso to r. 6 which 
contemplates the presentation of a petition before a Bench 
hearing Civil applications and motions on a court day, 
when a Judge is not available on account of temporary 
absence or otherwise, but it does not provide for a contin- 
gency where a Judge or a Bench i.s not sitting on any other 
day when the Court is not closed. The contingency is pro- 
vided for by r. 26. In onr view, there i.s nothing inconsistent 


in rr. 6 and 7 of the Election Rules and r. 26 of the High 
Court Rules. If as the practice of the High Court is that 
Judges do not sit for judicial work on a Saturday, there are 
no Benches sitting on that day and consequently any provi- 
sion made to deal with such a contingency could not be 
said to be inconsistent with the Election Rules, This con- 
clusion is further reinforced by a reference to r, 13 of 
Chapter II Part I of the Patna High Court Rules where- 
undcr the Registrar has power to receive an appeal under 
clause 10 of the Latters Patent, to receive an application for 
Probate or Letters of Administration or for revocation of 
the same and to issue notices theicon, to receive a plaint 
of an appeal tiom the decree or order of a Subordinate Civil 
Court etc. Rule 27 provides tor the contingency when the 
Registrar is absent on the last day of limitation when such 
documents hai'e to be filed. These Rules arc consistent with 
the postulate that the Court is not in fact closed on a 
Saturday even though the Jiidgc,s may not sit on that 
d.ay. It would, in our view, be incongruous that a Court 
is open on Saturday for presentation of appeals, applica- 
tions, plaints or decrees etc. mentioned in r. 13 of Part I 
of Chapter II referred to above even though the Judges 
are not sitting on that day, and yet closed on that same day 
for presentation of election petitions. In our view, there- 
fore, reading rr. 6 and 7 with r. 26, there cun be no manner 
of doubt that an election petition can be presented on the 
last day of limitation even when the Judges are not sitting 
to receive or entertain an elcclion petition to the Registrar 
or is his absence to the other officers specified in r. 26. In 
fact the Patna High Court had, on a similar point, held 
nearly seven years ago in Md. Cwuls and vtherx v. Find 
Blbl and others, f!') a copy of which has been placed before 
us. that where under r. 13 Part II, Chapter VII. it is pro- 
vided that application for review must be presented by way 
of notice in open court to the Bench of whose judgment 
a review is sought, it could be filed on a Saturday if it is 
the last day of limitation. An argument similar to that 
addressed by the learned Advocate for the appellant was 
rejected on the ground that Saturday was a working dav 
and that r. 26 clearly refers to a Saturday on which no 
Benches sit, 

Now that wc have held that the Court is not closed and 
the petition could have been presented to the Registrar on 
Saturady, March 18, 1972, the question would be, does s. 3 
of the Limitation .Act apply to enable the petitioner to show 
sufficient cause for not filing it on the last day of limitation, 
but on a subsequent day '? Whether s. 5 is anplicablc to 
election petitions filed under s. 81 of the Act will depend 
upon the terms of s. 29(2) of the Limitation Act. Whether 
s. 5 could be invoked would also depend on the applica- 
bility of sub-s. (2) of s. 29 of the Limitation .Act to election 
petitions, tjnder this sub-section where a special or local 
law provides for any suit, appeal or application a period 
different from the period prescribed therefor by the Schedule, 
the provisions speciffed therein will apply only in so far 
as and to the extent to which they arc expressly excluded 
by such special or local law. Under s. 29(2) of the Limita- 
tion Act of 1908 as amended in 1922, only s. 4, ss. 9 to 18 
and s. 22 of that Act applied ordinarily unless excluded bv a 
special or local law, Thus unless s. 5 was made applicable 
by or under any enactment the discretion of the Court to 
extend time thereunder would not be available. Similarly 
ss. 6 to 8 would not apply and neither acknowledgment nor 
payment [under the former ss. 19 and 20) could give a 
fresh starting point of limitation. Even s. 3 under the old 
Act was in terms inapplicable to applications unless the sec- 
tions was made applicable by or under any of the enact- 
ment. The new s. 5 Is now of wider apolicability and 
as the objects and reasons state “Instead of leaving it lo 
the different States or the High Courts to extend the appli- 
cation of section 5 to applications other than those enumerat- 
ed in that section as now in force, this clause provides for 
the automatic application of this section to all applications, 
other than those arising undeg Order 21 of the Code of 
Civil Procedure, 1908, relating lo the execution of decrees. 
In the ca.se of special or local laws, it will be o’^en to such 
laws to provide that section 5 will not apply.’’ The present 
section incorporates two changes ; (1) a uniform rule 
making it applicable lo all applications cxcepl those men- 
tioned therein by defining “application” ns including a “pe- 
tition" in s. 2(b); and (2) to all special and local enact- 
ments, unless excluded by any of them. 


(7) Civil Review No, 3 of 1965 decided on April 28, 1965 
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The difference in the scheme of the provisions of sub- 
s. (,2j of s. 29 under the two Acts will be discernible if they 


arc juxtaposed as under ; 

S. 24 (2) of old Act 

Where any special O'" local 
law prescribes for any suit, 
appeal or application a period 
of limitation diH'crcnt from 
the period prescribed there- 
for by the First Schedule, the 
provisions of section 3 sliall 
apply, as if such peiiod were 
prescribed therefor in that 
schedule, and for the purpose 
of dctcrmuiing any period of 
limitation prescribed for any 
suit, appeal o'' application by 
any Special or local law — 

(a) the provisions contained 
in section 4, sections 9 to 18, 
and Section 22 shall apply only 
so far as, and to the o.xtent in 
to which, they are not expressly 
excluded by such special or 
local law; and 

(b) the remaining provis- 
ions of this Act shall nol apply. 


S, 29(2j of new Act 

Where any special or local law 
prescribes for any suit appeal 
or application a period of lim- 
itation differenl from the per- 
iod prescribed by the schedule 
Ihc provisions of section 3 
shall apply as if such period 
weie the pciiod prescribed by 
the solicdule and for the pur- 
pose of determining any period 
of limitation prescribed for 
any suit, appeal or application 
by any special or local law, 
the provisions contained in 
sections 4 to 24 ( inclusive ) 
shall apply only in so far as, 
and to the extent to which, 
they arc not expressly excluded 
by such special or local law. 


It will be noticed that under the 1908 Act there arc iwo 
limbs — (1) that where any special or local law prescribes 
for any suit, appeal or applicalion u period of limitation 
different from the period prescribed therefor by the First 
Schedule, the provisions of s. 3 shall apply as if such period 
were prescribed therefor in that Schedule ; and (2) for the 
purpose of determining any period of limitation prescribed 
for any suit, appeal or application by any special or local 
law, the provisions contained in s, 4, ss. 9 to 18 and s. 22 
shall apply only in so far as, and to the extent to which, 
they are not expressly excluded by such appeal oi- local law. 
The remaining provisions of that Act are by virtue of 
clause (b) of siib-s. (2) inapplicable. The two limbs of 

sub-.s, (2) arc connected with the conjunction "and” and 

the question has been debated and there has been a cleavage 
of opinion as to whether those two limbs are independent 

or have to be read cunuihUively and as an integrated whole. 

The decision of the Supreme Court in Vidyacliaran Shukla 
v. Khubchaml Baghel and otherx (Sj has by a majority held 
that both parts of s. 29(2) of the old Act should be read 
as one whole and the conjunction "and" would have to be 
read a.s importing into what follows if, the conditions set 
out earlier and that the words following the conjunction 
“and" attract the conditions laid down by the opening words 
of the sub-section. This case was considering the applicabi- 
lity of s. 12(2) to appeals under s. 116A of the Act, which 
had provided a time limit for filing an appeal, but the first 
Schedule to the Limitation Act had not provided any. Even 
the absence of a provision prescribing a time limit in the 
First Schedule was considered by the majority as prescribing 
a different period, because when the First Schedule prescribes 
no time limit for a particular appeal but the special law 
prescribes a time limit for it, it prescribes a period different 
from that prescribed in the former. Where once the special 
or local law has provided a period different from that ore.s- 
crihed in the Schedule to the Timitation Act, snb-s. (2) of 
s. 29 stands directly attracted and ss. 3 and other sections 
shall apply in so far as, and to the extent to which, they 
are not expressly excluded by such special or local law. 
Though Sinha, C. J., and Ayyangar, J., agreed with Snbba 
Rao, J,, as he then was, that even where the First Schedule 
did not prescribe a period of limitation for an appeal which 
is different from that nrescribed in the special or local law 
the sub-section applied, and even if it is assumed that for 
the application of s. 29(2) a period that is different has to 
be prescribed for an indcntical appeal then Art. 156 prescribes 
a different period, they did not a^rec with him, that the se- 
cond limb of sub-s. (2) is an independent nrovision pro- 
viding for that category of proceedings to which the first 
limb does not apply. Sinha, C. J., Rai.agopala Ayyangar and 
Raghubar Dayal, Jf., by majorily held tbnt the entire snb-s. 
(2) of s. 29 of the Limitation Act has to be read us an 


(8) (1964) 6 S.e.R. 129 


inlegratcd provision and the conjunction “and” connects the 
two parts and makes it necessary for attracting cl. (a) that 
the conditions laid down by the opening words of snb- 
s. (2j should be satisfied, Raghubar Dayal and Mudhol- 
kar, JJ., also did not agree with the majority that where a 
right of appeal is given by some other law, the appeal must 
be regarded as the one under the Code of Civil Procedure, 
inasmuch as the words under the Code of Civil Procedure 
cannot be read as meaning “governed in the matter of pro- 
cedure by the Code of Civil Procedure’’. Subba Rao and 
Mudholkar, IJ., held that the second limb of sub-s. (2) of 
s. 29 is wide enough to include a suit, appeal or an applica- 
tion under a special or local law which is of a type for 
which no period of limitation is prescribed in the First Sche- 
dule. In the result, Sinha, C. J., Subba Rao, Raghubar 
Dayal and Rajagopala Ayyangar, .TJ., held that the exclusion 
of time provided for by s. 12 of the Limitation Act is 
permissible in computing the period of limitation for filing 
an appeal in the High Court under s, 116A of the Act. 

It was contended before us that the majority decision 
requires reconsideration by a larger Bench, because a period 
of limitation which is different from that prescribed in any 
special or local law would mean that the Limitation Act 
should provide for a definite period which is different from 
that prescribed in the special or local law, a view which 
was taken by Mudholkar, in that decision. We do not 
think this would be a proper course, because in our view 
the matter was fully argued and considered by this Court, 
and while a different view can be taken, the need for cer- 
tainty particularly in a matter concerning limitation where 
litigants have to be guided, the legal position should not 
be in doubt, when it is consistent with the view taken by 
this Court in other cases. 

Secondly, Vidyacliaran ShitUa'<, (®) cate is one which 
dealt with an appeal under the Act while what we have to 
consider is whether the Limitation Act is at all aoplicable 
to election petitions under the Act. Thirdly, s. 29(2) of 
the new Limitation Act does not now give scope for this 
controversy whether the two limbs of the old section are 
independent or integrated. No doubt s. 5 would now apply 
where s. 29(2) is applic.able to even applications and peti- 
tions, unless they arc expressly excluded. F.vcn assuming 
that the Limitation Act applies to election petitions under 
the Act. what has to be seen i.s whether s. 5 is excluded 
from application to such petitions. 

It has already been noticed that Vidyacliaran Shukla'.t 
cate(t) has made s. 12(2) applicable to appeals under 
B. 116A of the Act. The proviso to that section confers 
power similar to that conferred by s. 5. Even in appeals to 
the High Court under S. 417 of the Code of Criminal Pro- 
cedure it has been held in f.ala Ram v. Har! Ram(^) that 
s. 12 of the new Limitation Act will apply. On the ratio of 
Vidyacliaran Shukla’ s case(^) even where the Limitation 
Act has not prescribed the period of Limitation in the Sche- 
dule different from that nrescribed under s. 81 of the Act, 
-siib-s. (2) of s. 29 will be attracted and that position is 
not anv the less different under the new Limitation Act. 
Vidyacfiarari Shukla’s caset^) is, however, decisive for 
attracting sub-s, (2) of s. 12 to an appeal under s. 1I6A 
of the Act as there was nothing in that sccllon to preclude 
its application. In D. F. Mishra v. Kamal Naratian Sharma 
and Anothert^^^) again is a case in which the question 
of application of s. 12(2) of the Limitation Act to the 
computation of the period of limitation prescribed in s. 116A 
of tnc Act in respect of an order delivered by the F.Ieclion 
Tribunal on December 28, 1966, was considered. After ex- 
cluding the time taken for obtaining a certified copy of the 
order by the respondent just before the Court closed for 
the summer recess, the memorandum of anpcal could only 
be lodged on the re-opening of the Court, Following the 
decision in Vidyacliaran Sliiikla'.t ca.se this Court held that 
ss. 4 and 12 of the Limitation Act would apply, because 
"There i.s no provision in the Representation of the People 
■Act, 1951, which excludes the application of s. 4 of the 
Limitation .Act." 

In Lula Ram’s case(^) to which a reference has been 
made already, a Bench of this Court to which One of us was 

(9) (1970) 2 S.e.R. 898 

(10) (1971) 1 S.e.R. 8 
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a party (P. Jaganmohan Reddy, Jj eonsidered the appli- 
cability of s. 12 of the Limitation Act to an application 
under s. 417(3) of the Code of C riminal Procedure, In 
that case an application for leave to appeal to the High 
Court was filed under sub-s. (3) of s. 417 of the Code of 
Criminal Procedure against an order of acquittal by a Magis- 
trate. It was claimed that two days were necessary for 
obtaining the certified copy of the order of the Magistrate 
and the application would be in time if these two days were 
deducted. The High Court accepted the appeal and con- 
victed the appellant. In appeal to this Court again.st his 
conviction the appellant contended that the period of 60 
days mentioned in s. 417(4) was not a ncriod of limitation 
within the meaning of s. 12 of the Limitation Act and that 
the sub-section barred the jurisdiction of the High Court 
to deal with the application if a period of 60 days had 
expired from the date of the order of acquittal. It wim 
held that the application to the High Court was within 
time. It was, however, urged that s. 417(4) contains a 
prohibition that no application under sub-s. (3) shall be 
entertained by the High Court after the expiry of 60 days 
fi'om the dale of the order of acquittal and consequently the 
Jurisdiction of the High Conit to enlerlain such applicatioas 
for leave to appeal is barred. The Courl rejected the 
contention and relying on the case of Kiimluih'O Run! v. 
Gaptil Sln/’h as well as on Anjamihal v. YesliM’untun^ 

Daulatrao Dudlie{^~) observed at p. 901 ; 

“ft is quite clear that the Lull Bench of lb; Bombay 
High Court and this Court proceeded on the as- 
sumption that s, 417(4) of the Criminal Procedure 
Code prescribes a period of liinilaliori. The learned 
counsel however, ersntends Ihrrl there was no dis- 
cussion of this aspect, Be that as it may, it seems 
to us that s. 417(4) it.self prescribes, a period of 
limilalion for an application to be made under 
s. 417(3), ft was not necessary for the legislature 
to have amended the Limitation Act and lo have 
inserted an article dealing with applications under 
s. 417(3), Cr. P.C,; it was open to i( to prescribe 
a period of limitation in the Code itseU.” 

The basis of this decision is that sub-s. (4) of s.^ 417 of 
the Code of Criminal Procedure is not in a negative form 
as contended for by the learned .Advocate in that case, 
but that it has a positive content for performing an act and 
it prescribes a definite period within which an act has 
be done. 

In K, Venkale.iwura Ruo and A nr v. Bekkam Nara.dmlin 
Reddi and (7rj.(i3) to which we shall refer more fully 
later, Vidyacharan Shukla’s case (”) was atlempled to be 
pressed into service, but this Court repelled it and observed 
at pp. 688-689 . 

"In our view, the situation now obtaining in an appeal 
to this Court from an order of (he High Court is 
entirely different. There is no .section in the .Act 
us it now stands which equates an order made by 
the High Court under s. 98 or s. 99 to a decree 
passed by a civil court subordinate lo (he High 
Court. An appeal being a creature of a statute, 
the rights conferred on the appellant must be found 
within the four corners of the Act. Sub-s. (2) 
of the present s. I16-.A expressly gives this Court 
the discretion and authority to entertain an appeal 
after the expiry of the period of thirty days. No 
right is however given to the High Court to enter- 
tain an election petition which docs not comply 
with the provisions of s. 81, s. 82 or s. 117. 

Though s. 29(2) of the Limitation Act has been made 
applicable lo appeals both under the Act as well as under 
the Code of Criminal Procedure, no case has been brought 
to our notice where s. 29(2) has been made apnlicablc to 
an election petition filed under s. 81 of the Act by virtue 
of which cither ss. 4, 5 or 12 of the Limitalion Act has been 
attracted. Even assuming that where a period of limitation 
has not been fixed for election petitions in the .Schedule lo 
the I.imilation Act which is different from that fixed under 
s. 81 of the Act, s. 29(2) would be attracted, and what we 

(11) (1964) 4 S.e.R. 982 

(12) T.L.R, (1961) Bom. 135, 137 

(13) (1969) 1 S.e.R. 679 


have to determine is whether the provisions of this section 
are cxprc.ssly excluded in the case of an election pctlt(on. 
It is contended bel'orc us that the words "expressly e.xcluJed” 
would mean that (here must be an express reference made 
in the special or local law to the specific provisions of the 
Limitalion Act of which the operation is to be excluded. 
■As usual (he meaning given in the Diclionaiy has been relied 
upon, but what we have to see is whether the scheme of 
the special law, that is in this ca.se the Act, and the nature 
of the rertiedy provided therein are such that the Legislature 
intended it to be a complete code by itself which alone 
should govern the sevcial inaiters provided by it. If on an 
examination of the relevant piovisions it is clear lhat the 
provisions of the Limitation Act arc necessarily excluded, 
then the benefits conferred thcicin cannot be called in aid 
to supplement the provisions of the Act. Tn our view, even 
in a ca.se where the special law does not exclude the pro- 
visions of .ss. 4 to 24 of the I. imitation Act by an express 
reference, it would nonetheless he open to the Court to 
examine whether and to what extent the nature of those 
provisions or the nature of the subject-matter and scheme 
if the special law exclude their oneration. The provision.s 
of S. 3 of the Limitation Act that a suit institiiled, appeal 
preferred and application made after the prcsciibed period 
shall be dismissed are provided for in s. 86 of the .Act which 
gives a peremptory command that the High Court shall dis- 
miss an election petition which docs not comnly with the 
provisions of ss,. 81, 82 or 117, It will be seen that s. 81 
IS not the only section mentioned in s. 86, and if the I imita- 
tion .Act weie to nnply lo an election petition under s. 81 
i( should equally apply to ss. 82 and 117 because under s. 86 
the High (Tourt cannot say lhat by an application of s. 5 
of the Limitation .Act, s. 81 is complied with while no such 
benefit is available in dismissing an application for non- 
compliance, with the provisions of ss. 82 and 117 of the .Act, 
or alternatively if the provisions of ihe Limitation Act do 
not apply lo s. 82 and s. 117 of the Act it cannot he said 
that they apply to s. 81, Again s. 6 of the I., imitation Act 
which Provides for the extension of the period of limitation 
till after the disahilily in the case of a person who is either 
a minor or insane or an idiot is inapplicable to an election 
petition. Similarly, ss. 7 to 24 are in terms inapplicable to 
the proceedings under the Act, particularly in respect of Ihr 
filing of election petitions and their trial, 

It was sought lo be contended that only those provisions 
of the Limitation Act which are applicable to the nature 
of the proceedings under the Act, unless exnrcssly excluded, 
would be attracted. But this is not what s. 29(2) of the 
I.imitalion .Act says, because it provides lhat ss. 4 to 24 
(inclusive) shall apply only in so far as, and to the extent 
to vvhich. they are not expressly excluded by si.ich special or 
local law. If none of Ihcni arc excluded, all of them would 
become applicable. Whether those sections arc applicable 
is not determined by the terms of those sections, but by 
their applicability or inapplicability to the proceedings under 
the special or local law. A person who is a minor or is 
in.sane or is an idiot cannot file an election netition to 
challenge an election, nor is there any provision in the Act 
for legal representation of an election petitioner or respon- 
dent in lhat petition who dies, in order to make s. 16 of 
the Limitation .Act applicable. The a^plicabilitv of these 
provisions has, therefore, to be jiidged not from the terms 
of the Limilalion .Act but by the provisions of the Act 
relating lo Ihe filing election petitions and their trial to 
n,scertain whether it is a complete code in itself which docs 
not admit of the application of anv of (he provisions of file 
Limitation Act mentioned in s. 29(2) of that Act. 

A Full Bench of this rourl had in /V. P. Ponnnsu'enn! v. 
Returning Officer, Namakkal Constlluency and o(/it’r,v('> ’ ) 
considered the provisions of the .Act lo determine v, hether anv 
thing connected with the elections can be questioned at an 
Intermediate stage. In that case the rejection of a noinina 
tion of a candidate in an election under the ,Acl was soiighi 
to he challenged by a petition under Art. 296 of the Consti- 
tution. After examining the various provisions of the Act, 
Fazi Ali, J., observed at p. 231 that “it should he noted that 
there is no provision anywhere to the effect that anything 
connected with elections cair be questioned at an intermediate 
stage.” Again at p. 234 it was observed : 

"If Part XV of Ihc Constitution is a code hv itself. 
i.e. it creates rights and provides for (heir enforce- 


(14) (19.52) S.e.R. 218 
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mcnt by a special tribunal to the c.xclusion of all 
courts inclujing the High Court, Ihe/e can be no 
reason for assuming that (he ronstioilion left one 
small part of the election process (o be made the 
subject-matter of contest before the High Courts 
and thereby upset the time schedule of the elec- 
tions." 

The observations that the provisions of the Act are a self- 
contained code were also made in the case of VnkiifcswQr:t 
Uao(13) referred to earlier. In Ihtit case, in a trial of an 
election petition after the issues were framed the appellants 
made an application to the Court for impleading one R but 
It wa.s dismissed. The fii'st respondent then filed an apulica- 
tion under s. 86(1) praying for the dismissal of the election 
petition on the ground that there had been non-compliance 
with s. 82(b) of the Act inasmuch as R against whom 
corrupt practice had been alleged had not been made ri 
parly. The appellants filed an iipplication seeking to with- 
draw' the allegation against R and in the alternative to 
implead him as a respondent, ft was also prayed that delay 
in making the application may be condoned. The learned 
lodge of the High Court trying the election petition dis- 
missed the aforesaid applications and refused to condone 
the delay. One of the contentions urged in the apvreal was 
that s. 5 and s. 29(2) of the Limitation Act, 1963, were 

applicable to the case and the High Court and this Court 

had power to condone the delay made by the election peti- 
tioner in impleading a necessary party. This plea was re- 
jected. Mitter, L, delivering the judgment of this Court for 
himself and HiJayatullah, C,. I., after examining the relevant 

provisions of the Act in detail at pp. 682-686 observed at 

pp. 686-687 : 

“It is well settled that amendments to a petition in a 
civil proceeding and the addition of parties to such 
a proceeding are generally possible subject to the 
law of limitation. But an election petition stands 
on a different footing. The trial of such a petition 
and the powers of the court in resncct thereof are 
all circumscribed by the Act. The Indian Limita- 
tion Act of 1963 is an Act to consolidate and amend 
the law of limitation of suits and other proceedings 
and for purposes connected therewith. The provi- 
sions of this Act will anply to all civil proceedings 
and some special criminal proceedings which can 
be taken in a court of law unles.s the application 
thereof has been excluded by any enactment : the 
extent of such application is governed by s. 29(2) 
of the Limitation Act. In our oninion howexer 
the Limitation Act cannot apply to proceedings like 
an election petition inasmuch as the Representation 
of the People .‘kct is a complete and self-contained 
code w'hich docs not admit of the introduction of 
the principles or the provisions of law contained 
in the Indian Limitation Act." 

It would be a mere repetition again to refer (o the provisions 
which were examined in much detail in that case except 
to notice that snh-s. (.*!) of s. 86 gives a latitude to the vieli- 
tioner upon such terms as to costs and otherwise as the 
High Court may deem 111 to amend the particulars of anv 
corrupt practice alleged in the petition and amplify it in 
such manner as may in its oninion he necessary for ensuring 
a fair and effective trial of the petition, but the High Court 
shall not allow any amendment of the petition which will 
have the effect of introducing particulars of a corrupt prac- 
tice not previously alleged in the petition. Now here is a 
definite indication that s. .'i of the Limitation Act cannot 
be attracted, because no new corrupt practice not previously 
alleged in the petition can be allowed by w'ay of an amend- 
ment. If (his is not permitted, it is because anv introduction 
of new parlicnlars of a corrupt practice not previously alleged 
in he petition would have altered the sliucture of the peti- 
tion and would amount to a new petition being filed after 
the period of limitation, which is, what is expressly pro- 
hibited. 

It is also significant that delay in the presentation of the 
election petition under the repealed s. 81 could be condoned 
by the Election Commission in its discretion under the pro 
viso to the repealed s. 85 of the Act, But there was nothing 
in s. 85 which permitted the Election Commission to condone 
the non-compliance with the provisions of s. 117 of the 
Act. When the Act was amended and the jurisdiction was 


given to the High Court to entertain and try election peti- 
tions, a piovision simih'ir to the proviso for condoning delay 
was not enacted. This omission definitely expresses Parlia- 
ment's intention not to confer the power to condone any 
delay in the presentation of the petition. The whole object 
of the amendment in 1966 was to provide a procedure for 
a more expeditious disposal of election disputes, which c.v- 
perlcncc had shown had become dilatory under the former 
procedure where election trials were not concluded even 
after five years when the next elections were held, notwith- 
standing the fact that every petition was enjoined to be 
tried as expeditiously as possible and endeavour was required 
to be made to conclude the trial within six months from 
the date on which the election petition was presented to the 
High Court for trial. 

In Ki-i.shun Cliander v. Rani Lal(tci) two of ns (Jaganmohan 
Reddy and Dwivedi, JJ ) while holding that s. 82(h) of the 
Act was mandatory, the failure to comply with which was 
fatal to the mainlainability of the petition, said (p. 769J: 

“Apart Irom ensuring the purity of elections, and fina- 
lity in regard to all election matters, one other 
consideration seems to be the expeditious disposal 
of election petitions. Before the amendment of 
Section 82 by Act 27 of 1956 the unamended sec- 
tion made it incumbent on a petitioner “to join 
as respondents to his petition all candidates who 
were duly nominated at the election other than 
himself, if he was so nominated’’. The reason for 
the amendment of Section 82 has been stated in 
the notes on clauses to the Amendment Bill No. 33 
of 1955 to be that the section as it stands holds 
up the trial of an election petition because of the 
difficulty in seiwing a notice on all those who have 
been nominated. It is further stated : “Naturally, 
it is only the returned candidate who takes any 
interest in contesting the election petition. More- 
over. there is a provision in Section 90 which en- 
ables any other candidate to join as a respondent. 
It is accordingly proposed in this clause (hat Sec- 
tion 82 should be revised so that it is necessary to 
join as respondents only those candidates who are 
interested prlma facte in the outcome of the peti- 
tion". After the amendment the candidates under 
clause (b) of Section 82 are not impleaded merely 
because they are neccs.sarv parties in an election 
petflion in which a declaration is sought that the 
election of all or any of the candidate would be 
void, hut arc impleaded as parties because there 
are allegation of corrupt practices against them in 
the election petition Where act'on is taken under 
Sections 90 an order under Section 98 of the Act 
dismissing the election petition or declaring the 
election of all or any of the returned candidates 
to he void and/or declaring the petitioner or any 
other candidate to have been duly elected, would 
delay the disposal of the election petition, because 
notice will have to he given to all the nersons 
named under the proviso to sub-clause (ii) of 
clause (a) of sub-section (I) of Section 99. The 
provisions of Section 82(b) would avoid any such 
delay as they make it obligatory for a person filing 
an “election petition when he makes an allegation 
of corrupt practice against anv candidate to make 
him a party on pain of the petition being dismissed 
under Section 86(1) if he omits to do so." 

It is interesting to sec that although the Election Com- 
mission did not recommend what provisions of (he Act 
should be amended, it nonetheless in its Renoil on the Third 
General Flections in India (1962) Valume 1 (General), 
after noticing (he several causes of dulay reported in its 
summary of recommendations under the heading 'Election 
Petitions’ at p. 125 as under ; 

“(i) The objective of a quick decision of election dis- 
putes can only be achieved by placing the res- 
ponsibility directly on the High Courts. Every elec- 
tion petition should he presented to the High Court 
of the State in which the election was held and 
tried by a permanent fudge on the rota for the 
trial of such petitions. 

(L5) (1973) 2 S.C.C. 759. 
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(ii) Clause (1) of article 324 of the Constitution should 
be amended by omitting the words “including the 
appointment of election tribunals for the decision 
of doubts and disputes arising out of or in con- 
nection with election to Parliament and to the 
Legislatures of States”, simultaneously with the 
amendment of the election law providing for the 
trial of election petitions directly by the High 
Courts." 

This summary supports the above observations in the judg- 
ment. 

In Charan Lnl Sahu v, Nandklshore Tihatt and others! 161 
it was held that there is no question of any common law 
right to challenge an election as such any discretion to con- 
done the delay in presentation of the petition or to absolve 
the petitioner from payment of security for costs can only 
be provided under the statute governing election disputes. 
It was observed that if no discretion was conferred in res- 
pect of any of these matters, none can be exercised under 
any general law or on any principles of equity. Jf for non- 
compliance with the provisions of ss. 82 and 117 which 
are mandatory, the election petition has to be dismissed under 
3. 86(1) the presentation of election petition within the 
period prescribed in s. 81 would he equally mandatory, the 
non-compliance with which visits the penalty of the peti- 
tion being dismissed. The answer to the plea that if the 
petition were to be dismissed, allegations of serious corrupt 
practices cannot be enquired into and the purity of the elec- 
tions cannot be maintained is that given by Mitter J, in 
Venkateswam Rao’s(13) case where he said at p. 689: 

“That is however a matter which can be set right only 
by the Legislature. It is worthy of note that al- 
though the Act has been amended on several occa- 
sions, a provision like s. 86(1) as it now stand.s 
has always been on the statute book but whereas 
in the Act of 19.^1 the discretion was given to the 
Election Commission to entertain a petition beyond 
the period fixed if it was satisfied as to the cause 
for delay no such saving clause is to be found 
now. The legislature in its wisdom has made the 
observance of certain formalities and provisions ob- 
ligatory and failure in that respect can only be 
vftited with a dismissal of the petition.” 

Since the above decision in Venkateshwara Rao'.s ca.sc(13) 
in August, 1968, though Parliament has made certain amend- 
ments in 8, 8 of the Act in 1969, it has not considered it 
necessary till now to amend the Act to confer, on persons 
challenging an election benefits similar to those available 
to them under the proviso to the repealed s. 85 of the Act, 
for, as we venture to think, it did not want delays to occur 
in the disposal of election petition as in the past. 

For all these reasons we have corne to the conclusion 
that the provisions of s. 5 of the Limitation Act do not 
govern the filing of election petitions or their trial and, in 
this view, it is unnecessary to consider whether there arc 
any merits in the application for condonation of delay. 

The appeal as well us C.M.R. No. 7820 of 1973 are 
accordingly dismissed but in the circumstances without costs. 

P. lAC AN MOH AN REDDY, T. 

December, 21, 1973, 

S. N. DWIVRDI J. 

P. K. GOSWAMI J. 

[No. 82/BR/1/72.] 

A. N. SEN. Sei^- 

^ 5 tfiM'tl, 1974 

W. 417. — I, vter pT^iq 

PTc^r), 19156 ^ fi RlftlW? SfTTT 

(16) (1973) 2 S.C.C. 530. 


^ vllrfl ^ TTff Sifr sfl. ifl. Jtl,Tell, q « q W q 

eicB'R WTvT, rrwfe A ^ 4 ^ anfN', 

HN+Id, RTTRRV, 'srTJpdVTT, ?r«rT aftriVt' 

trmurr (Ht?74) ttt qrrr ittvJ- tf4 ^ 

45TT I 

TW ^-iV't-fT vfer M0|iJ|<b ^ KR if Tlf if 

Rf? iirff STTlfriq-f ^ 4 ^ ^ tRTriW 

fTr ^ ?frf tt ifr 

TIFf I 

[4. 22/6l/73^iRFri 

41. cRFTTDnT, RRR tnf atf ^TT tfVr 
ministry of law. justice and company 

AFFAIRS 

(Department of Justice) 

New Delhi, the 5lh February, 1974 
S.O. 417. — Notice is hereby given by the Competent 
Authority in pursuance of rule 6 of the Notaries Rules, 
1956, that application has been made to the said Authority, 
under rule 4 of the said Rules, by Shri B. P. Shiikla. Advocate 
Rugnath Building Opp. Town Hall, Rajkot for appointment 
as a Notary to practise in the Districts of Rajkot, Bhavanagar, 
Junagadh, Jamnagar, Surendranagar and Amreli with his 
headquarters at Rajkot. 

2. Any objection to the appointment of the said person 
as u Notary may be submitted in writing to the undersigned 
within fourteen days of the publication of this Notice. 

[No, F. 22/61 /73-Jus.] 

K. THY.AG.ARAJAN, Competent Authority 

and Dy. Secy. 

fTvvfr, 6 1974 

an, 418.-4^^ aii^ffii-^ iTR (4^ 

luff) arfNfRVHT, 1968 ^ RTF 4 
TTRTTT (1) ^TTTT RTW klVYd-H 1' RR iHlfT 
4v4fr R7TFIT, 41 if. 1^. fTRRTfVrr qr 4=^ 
sii'suifR-q; rw auRTT artV ufhs, “iW 14 

4- B gi q q; 4 ift if rwir ?H'q7ffi qiTff 4" i 

[4rRT 17017/l3/73-MkllRR-'l CTsf-l)] 

tft. 4. aft. sfRTW, am RtRT 

MINISTRY OF HOME AFFAIRS 

New Delhi, the 61h February, 1974 

S.O. 418. — In exercise of the powers conferred by sub- 
section (1) of Section 4 of the C.I.S.F. Act, 1968, the Central 
Government appoints Shri P. S, Vijayarania as ex-officio 
Assistant Commandant/Ccntral Industrial Security Force, Baila- 
dila iron Ore Project, Dep. 14, with immediate effect. 


[No. E-17017/13/73-A. I/Pers. 1] 
P. K, G. KAIMAL, Under Secy. 
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^ fT'^fr, 17 197 3 

¥To mo 419. — 19.17 ( i9S7Jfrr 27 ) eftam 

1 2'fi ■Jaam ( 1 ) ifm kitK sfim fa; ^Tjfttr 

ir<+M 41% %1 Tnft jttMI % rni'fl- ( 2 ) % safear 'Et 

T'-'-ri+'i %■ wq ir >F74t % fiR% fprifiraET wr 

JTT774V % { 3 ) if irflfe if f, ; 


WTTT^f 


^.Tfo 

^TfiTff TT TTIT 

'TtrpTdT'T 

Wo 



1 


3 

1. 

if iffo ifo Tfptsr 

wfimff 

0 

if ifo ifo iftrff 

rnfm 

3 . 

if ifo ifo TffiriT 


4 . 

if TFo TTiiijfn- 

JTiiT 

s. 

if io io Tje?TT 


6. 

if tfWo mto i 

diffT 

7. 

if trJTo WTro Tpf 

4ei44> FolTtTT WfafTi 

8. 

if WITo triTo 

WitTT 


[io 34/9iT 

0 tfo 328/1 18/72-aWt: (WFT 2)] 


MINISTRY' OF FINANCE 


(Department of 

Revenue & Insurance) 



ORDER 


New Delhi, the 17th July, 1973 


WEALTH-TAX 


aw 

1 .3 19 73 

WTO-mr 

tto WTO 4 2 0.— f%n wm (tiitrt «/k %ffrr Ttitpt) ai%»r 
Tfo .lo/liTo a'o 32N / 1 1 l/72-ao^o nrftJI 14 iTTrT7, 1972 

if 'Hair Tfmr ’TT'f“if if 2 % amif iff sriMiawf 

rnTT TT Pi *.»! fn PjFT Tigr JiiuTlT ‘ — 

WTTTff 

1 2 3 

2. asTTT wnT-’UT wi^Pf mm-, ifai'-iii, ttpitm'!', 

(PrffmiT), W%T ?7r, W%T f^ijTT TFJ3T aWT pHffTTT 
fWia I w^r wa'Trmr !r%»T ^ mr 

I 

[tTo 35 / 1973 / 9^040 3 2 8/1 1 1 / 7 2 -aoilTo] 

CORRIGENDUM 
New Delhi, the 18th July, 1973 

INCOME-TAX 

S. O. 420, — ^In the Ministry of Finance (Department of 
Revenue & Insurance) Order No. 30/F. No. 328/1 n/72-W.T. 
dated the 14th November, 1972 entries against S. No. 2 in the 
Table appended there to shall be sustituted by th; f .illowing : — 

TABLE 


1 2 3 


2. Inspecting Assistant Co- States of Assam, Meghalaya, 
mmissioner of Income-tax, Nagaland, Manipur &Tripura 
Acduisilion Range, Shillong, and Union Territories of 

Mijoram and Arunachal 
Pradesh. 


[No. 35/1973/F. No. 328/11 1/72- W.T.] 

WT^ft 


S, O, 419. — In exercise of llie powers conferred by sub- 
section (1) of Section 12A of the Wealth-tax Act, 1957 (27 of 
1957), the Central Government hereby appoints the persons 
specified in column (2) of the Table below as Valuation Officers 
with the designations sp«;ificd in the Corresponding entry in 
column (3) of the said Table. 

TABLE 


S, Name of persons 
No, 

1 2 

1. Shri D. C. Goel 

2. Shri B. G. Choudhry 

3. Shri B. D. Goel 

4. Shri S, Ramamurthy 

5. Shri K. K. Gupta 

6. Shri H. S. Dey 

7. Shri S. R, Garg 

8. Shri R. M. Maithal 


Designation 


Valuation Officer 
-do- 
-do- 
-do- 
-do- 
-do- 

Assistant Valuation Officer 
-do- 


[No. 34/F. No, 328/1 18/72-W.T. (Pt. 11)1 


^ farsff, 6 WEFT, 19 7 3 

Wlo Wlo 421. — IT-m: wRjPtT*!, 1957 (l9S7 WT 27) if 
tjTtT 12 ( 4 ^) if wma ( i ) ariTT WT wfipff ^ trTPr f tr, 

idffrr fwr, if wnif % ttpw ( 2 ) *f Pithf^'-d * 4 ( 41 4) 
it TpnrPTnT wRjjrrffrft i wn" if Pf^T 91 dul % f%7r% 44-119 
Fi riif i pttW ( 3 ) if if 'FFIFff nfwftj if PiPipTSe | : 

WTTVff 


Sjnr tfo ®Tf%fpff m THT TFTTR 

1 2 3 

1. Mf ifo if° '1^4'1'41'fi 

2 . ’sff TWO mto % 


3- wf ifo tFfo 

4. isff ito ifo mP-H+f 

5 . "df sriTTR 4FT 

6. «ff TTo wrfo W??ffWT 

7. if tTo tffo TTfffWT 

[rfo 39/197.3-TTo 


f5HT hIm'T'Tm 

ijFttTT wftmfr ’ 
niiTT 
nipET 
mfUT 

rrgTW TJFlfgnT wffewrtif 
inffm 

3 28/ 1 1 8 / 72 -troTo (WFT 2 )] 


136 G of 1/73—2 
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ORDER 

New Delhi, the 6lh August, 1973 

S. O. 421.— In exerdsc of the powers conferred by sub- 
section fi) of section 12(.A) of the Wealth-tax Act, 1957 (27 of 
1957), the Central Government hereby appoints the persons 
specified in column (2) of lire Table below as Valuation Offi- 
cers with the dcsiMialions specified in the corresponding entry 
in column (3) of the said Table ; 

TABLE 


ORDER 

New Delhi, the 28lh August, 1973 

S. O. 422. — Tn exercise of the powers conferred by sub-.section 
(1) of Section 12A of the Wealth-tax Act. 1957 (27 of 19571 
the Central Government hereby appoints the persons specified 
in column (2) of the Table below as Valuation Officers with the 
designations specified in corresponding entry in column (3) 
of the said Table : 

TABLE 


S. Name of persons Designation 

No. 

1 2 3 


s. 

No. 

Name of persons 

Designation 

1 

2 

3 


District Valuation Officer 
Valuation Officer 
-do- 
-do- 
-do- 

Assi slant Valuation Officer 
-do- 

[No. 39/ie73-F. No. 328/1 18/72-W,T, {Pt. II)] 
Tf 28 1973 

Wfio mo 422 — tPT-TT 1957 (1957 « 1 T 27 ) ^ 

1 2 wr 4ft simtiil ( 1 ) im RifWii't tt JEttr Ttrit 517 . 

HTfTt: fTTT mreft ( 2 ) Jr »i tf4bm vt 

tJWTTtr wfaxilO % tfq" if 81 XI crfl I", TCTTftrtJt^ 'oxn 

mxyft ^ ( 3 ) *r tEt«rrtft $ -. 

Wixxft 


1. Shri B.G. Khubchandani 

2. Shri H. S, Dcy 

3. Shri C. S. Karnaney 

4. Shri B. G. Palsikar 

5. Shri Bhagwan Das 

6. Shri L. R. Malhotra 

7. Shri A. C. Malhotra 


^o^fo aarxdtl'l ifrr ttpr 'T^rfriaTT 


1. Sliri M. A. Hafees 

2. Shri U. J. Mathai 

3. Shri S. G, Vaidya 

4. Shri B, P. Gupta 
3. .Shri S. P. Arora 

6. Shri H. K. Sachdeva 

7. Shri S, C, Balasnbramanyam 

8. Shri K, K, Barkataky 

9. Shri O. P. Sharma 

10. Shri R. R. Singh 

11. Shri P. K. Basu 

12. Shri A. C. Bhatia 

13. Shri C. K. Bhaskaran 

14. Shri J. S. Aditya 

15. Shri Jai Krishan 

16. Shri R, C. Khanna 

17. Shri B. M. Rao 

18. Shri R. Oundu Rao 


Regional Valuation Officer 
District Valuation Officer 
-do- 

Valuation Officer 
-do- 
-do- 
-do- 
-do- 
-do- 
-do- 
-do- 
-do- 

Assistant Valuation Officer 
-do- 
-do- 
-do- 
-do- 
-do- 


[No, 42/F. No, 328/1 18/72-W.T. (Pt. II)] 
m4i(i 

4^ ftMt, 7 ftmwrr, 1973 


1 2 3 


1 , «ft t^ro 170 

fjwltid xrfsraTTit 

2 . 8ft tjo ^0 rpqr^ 

xjwpRT xrfERTift 

3 . 8 ft n^o ^sfto ^xr 

whm 

4- 8ft 8ft 0 "fto Trrrrr 

rjWhRT XlftRTRt 

5 . 8ft rpco 'fto vflfT 

wlad 

fl. 8ft U-X 0 ^0 

fixftw 

7 . 8ft t^^o rfto xiHitjmji'JTnT 

WfiRT 

8 . 8ft ^7o i^o SrTXTtPift 

'Pfl'PT 

9 . 8ft xfto fto mrf 

rpfhfT 

10 . 8ft XTRO XTRo 

wtw 

1 1. 8 ft fto %o 


12 . 8ft tro fto Xdlrm 

ir«fhrr 

13 . 8ft fto fio XTTX’fr’TIT 

dimw xrfiRTRt 

14. 8ft 5(0 17 x 10 xirfir'a' 

TpftarT 

15. <ft tjet ITCxr 

Jnftm 

16. 8ft xpr-o fto TJTdT 


17. 8 ft fto 77 R 0 Tja- 

Mftdd 

18. 8ft mTo rjnj tr 

TrifhPT 

[xto 4 2 /'Tn'o fo 3 2 8/ 1 iR/72-xro47o (npr 2 ' 


4tTo mo 42 3. — tER-dTT xrfttBrirJT, 1957 (l957 tT 2?) iff 
triTT 1 247 !at TjiTUTTr ( 1 ) yrn uifrpfr in swpr TTr^ 517 , 
jrtTrt: ift nrrnft ^ ( 2 ) it sTTftwf 

47t 4] wil'd xrftriTTfriff ^ TT tr 477tft fTppK "rerf^tfTrt 

WT RTTTift % ritrvT (3) Jr TO«Tpft JffirfiiH: it ^ : 

wrWt 

^ tio BTTftwtt 47T drit TtTfBtrPT 

1 2 3 

RftPFTft 

ipfhTd 
d^rlftr 

jjtpffitTTT wfwrtt 
iT^PiT tjwiTfid trftrmxt 
JrifhRr 
Hxft'PT 

[tto le/Wo »to 3 28/ 1 18/7 2-®^oito (mfi 2)] 


1 . ^tt ^ 0 4t 0 'xe'xT 

2. xfr jfto mro wpft 

3. 'sit WKo t^o fmnrft 
4 8ft 'fto fito 

5 . >slt tflo 177T* mrRt 

6. «ft ^ 

7. Nt ito %0 

8. 8ft '("x 0 ijo dmf 
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ORDER 

New Delhi the, 7th September, 1973 

S. Oi 423. — In exercise of the powers conferred by sub- 
section (1) of Section 12A of the Wealth-tax Act, 1957 (27 of 
1957), the Central Government hereby appoints the persons 
specified in column (2) of the Table below as Valuation Officers 
with the designations specified in eorresponding entry in column 
(3) of the said Table ; 

TABLE 


2 

1 . Shri D.B. Chatterjee 

2. Shri U.V.S, Tyagi 

3. Shri R.A. Khimani 

4. Shri P.C. Mathur 

5. Sliri D.N. Thawani 

6. Shri Mahesh Chand 

7. Shri T.K. Piirswami 

8. Shri H.U. Bakhru 




3 

District Valuation Officer, 
-do- 
-do- 

Valuation Officer 

Assistant Valuation Officer 
-do- 
-do- 
-do- 


[No. 46/F, No. 328/1 18/72-W.T, (PT. II)] 
S, BAPLI. Under Secy. 

WHTI 

2 8 1 97.3 

WPtVT 


S. Name of persons Designation 

No. 

1 


1-2 3 

19(5r) XTPptT 

I 

1 9 (w) xnwr xrw'PT 

(fr^isui), 

31^ T 4, I I 


rril 1 XfittJflT, 19 73 ^1 ^43 I 

[rfo 47/4^0 ffo 3 2S/ 11 1/ 7 2-T3CT 
ORDER 

New Delhi, the 28th September, 1973. 

INCOME-TAX 

S. O. 424.— In exercise of the powers conferred by sub- 
section (i) of Section 269B of the Income-tax Act, 1961 (43 of 
1961), and in partial modification of their Order No. 4 dated the 
6th February, 1973, the Central Government hereby order that 
in Table appended to the aforesaid Order dated 6th February 
1973, the entiies under Columns (2) and (3) against SI. Nos. 
18(A), 18(B), 19(A), and 19(B) shall be substituted by the follow- 
ing : — 

TABLE 


ITPPR f^rtTT TT 
I 

(1) TWK farsTT % 

ffP^ 1 

xrtr ^-2 4tr ^ 

fxpT, iTvft iitT I 

( 2 ) 

^ cTT^ift !^- 1 

xftr 2 4tt 

ISpiT, trtfV rrk I 


Wo Wo 424 . — arpm atftjfjtrriT mei ( i 96 t w 43) 4 fr am 
26(8? OTsra ( 1 ) irnr sr?vr w spfpr 47771 fq-, 

3 TT^ qo 4, intfi? 6 'fiTqTl, i 973 if artfiiPF 7 ?< |ivi<u| ifirq 
5^, %Bflq fUWT 3T7^ ^ t PF qnp? 6 TTCTtI, 1973 

•ft ^[4^ sn^, 7f tPht nrrnp ir w ffo 18 ( 47 ) i8(i), 
19 ( 47 ), «fk 19(7?) ^ fmi% PTrq ( 2 ) qk ( 3 ) 47 affiptw 
Tpl sfsrPjtft 47t PTtfifirfuq iRt srPtrqrlqq PfTqr arrqiiT : — 


1 

18(47) 


18(7?) 


2 

3 

fiirrw anwr 'httpi 

( 1 ) fqqr tt ffafl q- 

( 1 ; 

477 ; tr^sTw if rrqrfUj 


^ I 


( 2 ) wf 73^444 fsTsrr ^ 
wkl tTPJ47 471 qltrr 434 1 

( 3 ) rpqi firffr % 


5 Ilf 47T 5^ 1 


( I ) qwR fkrr ^7 

(Putwor), 

trkl ^7 

STFff Ur- 2, 1 

^ xrk 4npT TP? 4TT 1 

( 2 ) WFTJ; ^ 


Tt-l'^' ^7 qrqT, 

tWI, 4414(11, 4Tpr47, 


^4ffR, ^Trf, rpT- 

vi, 4 4 4 ^+, Tfiim xi^T- 


i 


1 


2 


3 


18(A). Inspecting Assistant 
Commissioner of 
Income-tax 
Acquisition Range-I, 
Bombay. 


)8{B). Inspecting Assistant 
Commissioner of 
Income-tax, 
Acquisition RangeTl, 

Bombay. 


19(A). Inspecting Assistant 
Commissioner of 
Income-tax, 
Acquisition Range-Ill, 
Bombay. 

19(B). Inspecling Assistant 
Commissioner of 
Income-tax, 
Acquisition Rangc-IV, 
Bombay. 


(1) Areas comprised in all the 
Cadestval Survey Divisions 
of Bombay District. 

(2) Bandra Village of Andhcri 
Taluka of the Bombay 
Suburban District. 

(3) Kurla Village of Kurla 
Taluka of the Bombay 
Suburban Distiict. 

(1) Danda, Jhuhu and Vile 

Parle Villages of Andheri 
Taluka of the Bombay 
Suburban District. 

(2) Chembui, Marvali, Wadha- 
vli, Anik, Doonar, Borla, 
Trombay, Mankhurd, Man- 
badruk, Nomdalc and Ma- 
hool villages of Kurla 
Taluka of Bombay Suburban 
District. 

Borivli Taluka of the Bombay 
Suburban District, 


(1) All villages of Andher 
Taluka of Bombay Suburban 
Distiict other than those 
assigned to Range-1 and 
Rangc-11. 

(2) All Villages of Kuila 
Taluka of Bombay Suburban 
District other than tho.so 
assigned to Rangc-I and 
Range n. 


This order shall come into force with effect from the 1st 
of October, 1973, 


[No. 47/F. No. 328/1 ll/72-W,T] 
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wren 

12 SrlpjafT, 197 3 

tR HT 

Wo WT‘> 425. — tR 'FJ- 19 57 ( 1 957 W 27) Tt 

ETPI 1 211 lit iJiTUra ( 1 ) URT iirflliTT W IllT fil, 

WP" pTPt iTTRlt 1=1^1 ( 2 ) it lit 

itfttllTfRf % iFT it fiijil IPrft fiRtl 'RrfiftTFT 

■gilT ITKoft ifl ( 3 ) it iPlfe it fltPTfell ^ : 

ITTTift 


’Tl^fo 


infiEiri 

(0 

( 2 ) 

(3) 




t. 

%oT^fT*>TT6fo 

15^17 tjftrtn iftruiT 

2. 

XTTTo 4f° IRfRT 

litR 

3. 

tfTo dfo mif 

lifR 

4. 

^0 if m 

litii 

5. 

iTjio ifo ipjt: 

litii 

6. 

mTo IKo iJRf 

lilii 

7, 

rffo fl5 

lim 

8 

Kto IHTo TT'T 

181111 wfemfr 

9 . 

ffo ^fffJTT 

liffi 


[tto 49 / 19 7.3/liT-Ro 3 2 8/H8/7 2-Jroir«i (lTPr2)] 
ORDER 

NSW DsUii, the 12'h October 1973 
WEAL'IH-TAX 


ItftfWftTtr % wt if HTtft t fip# 'RTfitETR 

RTuft RIR ( 3 ) it JTfPIRr it ftfitfe: ?t : — 

HTtift 


^i;o rfo ailfimt W Rl 'Rrtl'JTiT 

(1)^ (^) 

1 . ifr o % o 119 T 1 RR 41 0 

2. jj 11° 11° ■'fTTrqr itirn 

3. „ II 0 iRTiff JfitR 

4- „ 11° ito 7PT iVni 

5 „ lt° 11° IRRltflTlff lltH 

6. „ ito %o litH 

7. ,, 11° i^o RSt^r nftw 

8- „ To it° IRT ipftTT 

9. ,, 111° it° fill iim 

10 . „ 1 ° TTiiFirrft lim 

1 1 . „ ^° i«trii 

[io 5n/l9 7;i/lTo1o 328/ J 1 8/72"tIcTo (VTR 2 ) ] 
ORDER 

N.‘w Dsllii, tlis 19th October, 1973 

S.O, 426. — In exercise of the powers conferred by sub- 
section (1) of section 12A of the Wealth-tax Act, 1957 (27 of 
1957). the Central Government hereby appoints the persons 
specilicd in column (2) of the Table below as Valuation Officers 
with the designation specified in the corresponding entry in 
column (3) ot the said Table : 


S O, 425. — In exercise of the powers conferred by Sub- 
section (1) of Section 12A of the Wealth-tax Act, 1957 (27 of 
1957), the Central Ouvernment hereby appoints the peisons spe- 
eifled in column (2) of the Table below as Valuation Officers with 
designations specified in corresponding entry in column (3) of 
the said Table 

TABLE 


S. Name of persons Designation 

No. 


1 2 3 


S/Shri 

1. J.S.L. Gupta 

2. R.C. Katarya 

3. P.C. Chakarbarti 

4. K.V. Rao 

5. S.P. Mathur 

6. L.R. Gupta 

7. S.C. Singh 

8. C.R. Paul 

9. D.K. Bhowmik 


Assistant Valuation Officer 
-do- 
-do- 
-do- 
-do- 
-do- 
-do- 

Val nation Officer 
-do- 


[No. 49/1973/F.No. 328/11 8/72-W.T.(Pt. II) J 


wi^rt 

1^ flF=fr, 1 9 19 7 3 


w°ino 426 . — tRirnrfaiiii, 19.S7 ( 1957 r 27 ) iff sirt 

1 2T iff ^31tTRT ( I ) 5TTT SfTR ViftH'l TT SRII IRI l.i-tfll 
ITRi; fiR IPTJfr % PFI ( 2j if flfltl'e Rfertfr ^ iJTiTflR 


TABLE 

S. Name ot persons Designation 

No. 

1 2 3 

S/Shri 

1. K.K. Kapoor Assistant Valuation Officci 

2. M.M. Bajpar -do- 

3. S, Mukherjoe -do- 

4. H.B. Krishna Rao -do- 

5. V.S. Narayanaswami -do- 

6. T.K. Ramachandran -do- 

7. M.J. Abraham -do- 

8. K.P, Iyer -do- 

9. R,C, Viinal -do- 

10. A. Ramaswami -do- 

ll. G. Kuppuswami -do- 


[No, 50/ 1973/F, No, 328/1 18/72- W.T. (Ft. ID] 

uriir 

if ft^Mf, 2 7 11^^, 19 73 

TIO in° 427, — ER in iftlffpR, 1 957 (1957 tT 2?) 
iff 1 PT 12 (lt) iff RtlTT (1) SKI tun irfuif R IIR 

ttT ^1, Rafi- 1R1R fiR irnift RR- ( 2) ir fififiM 

Rfnif li tJ^lflR IlfiRrrfRf T ITT ij- ffpjflR fb|7T% 

irTfiEiR TR mif ^ E^fff '1 ( 3 ) ir iwirff a fiRi if 
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WTT^ff 

TIT 

' 

fto Tp- 

'Krf’trHTT 


") ~ ("u 

~(3) 

1 

ft TTH htt-t 

tJFTftH ftftnft 

2. 

„ fto 


3. 

,, fto fto fttft 

Jifti'Pf 

4 

„ TTJTo fto rpj 


5 

1, fto fto M'-q'tl'ft 

T^fm 

6. 

„ fto irq-D 

TftfTT 

7. 

,, HTTATT Arr-Tlft 

jqsfpFT 

H. 

,, fto u^o xrtrrnft 

Hftm 

9. 

,, TTFTfo 

rrftPFt 

10- 

%o 

nftTT 

1 1. 


HftftfT 

1 2. 

,, ^0 ^to 

Tftm 

13- 

T)F"fTo 

tTfttTT 

14- 

,, ^7o ^0 TqtrJTT 

TfttTT 

1 5- 

^fo rr^To ^TT'T^T 

TftPfd 

1 ((. 

j, TTiJC) 

TftTT 

17. 

iTj^o %o ■') 

4ft«fT 


[fto 5 2/ 1 97 3-Tlofto ,3 28/ 1 1 fi/ 7 2-'?itS)Jofti 
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feifl, 1 4 


1973 


?ilo 428, — g-^-TT uUUljJT, 1 957 ( 1 9 57 "flT 27)<Ft 
HPT 1217 qfr ^THTTr (i) gpT jiItTHT TTf TTtT 

TRTTT 'ft flTTofl if; TTPl ( 2 ) if UfTfr'^a' JTfrTlff 
W H8!Tt^T HfHTTfTTT % ITT if UiJTT KUt fTT% T?TTIT 
7TT HT'-^cfr % ( 3 ) if TUfe if fw iR t : — 


mrwf 


■^riT Jf- sqfTTTf 'PT TPT 

" (T T^r 


TTfTTPT 

JTi^'TT'FT 'rfOTTft 


1. nfr iTTo 4fo ifrrsT 

2. ?ff ^ttto iTJf,, frrrft 

3. ''■ff nJTo iTfi-o 
4- 'Tf ^t> HTtT ttt 
g ftf irq-g R^o JTT^rft 
0. "ft rp'o 

[Ho sa/TToHo 31 8/ 1 1 8/7 2 Ho TTo (qto -dfo2)] 


TTSTT-C H5ITTT1T 'Tf'-rTTFr 
T'flTT 
TTfTT 
ipflTT 

fTTHT IJ^TTTTT !5rfbITrrft 


OKDBR 

Ns’wD-'lhi, Ih; 14th Novcinhei-, 1973 

S. O. 428. ---Ill exercise of the povvers confciTctl by sub- 
sociion (i) of si,-iion t2A of tli: Wealth-t;ix Act, 1957 (27 of 
1957), the Contnil Oovormueat hereby appoints the persons 
si'ecitlcd ill column (2) of Ihe Table below as Valuation Olliccrs 
wall (hi do.<ignations .specifietl in I he coiTe.sponding eiilry in 
Column (3) of the said Table ; — 


S, O, 427 .— Tn exercise of the powers confcired by sub- 
section (i) of section 12(A) of the Wo.ilih tax Act, 1957 (27 of 
1957), the Central Government hereby appoint the persons 
specitied in column (2j of the Table below as Valuation Officers 
with the dcoiBnation r.oecified in the corresponding entry in 
column (3) of the said Tabic. 

TABLE 


S. Name of persons liosignation 

No. 

1 2 3 


TABLE 


S. Name of the jiersons 

No. 

Ucsignation 

1 2 

3 

1. ShriS.C, Goyal 

Valuation Officer 

2. Shri R.S, Tripathy 

Assistant Valuation Officer 

3. Shri M.I.. Chandna 

-do- 

4. Shri K, Jeevana Rao 

-do- 

5. Shri M.Tf. Teclikchandani 

-do- 

6. Shri N, Veimbu 

District Valuation Officer 


S/Shri 

1. Radhey Lai 

2. V. Venkatadri 

3. D.V. loshi 

4. S.P. Gttnu 

5. K.C. Cbandwani 
f). B..S. Chichra 

7. Bagivan Mamtani 
K. K.L. Ajmuni 
9. R.L. Gupta 

10. K.V. Sreedharan 

11. B. Anantharaman 

12. K.P. Dadlani 

13. N. Ella Reddy 

14. K.P. Rav'ndian 

15. P.N. Anand 

16. S K. Bose 

17. S.K. ChaKiavarty 


Valuation Officer 
-do- 
-do- 

Assislant Valuation Officer 
-do- 
-do- 
-do- 
-d o- 
-do- 
-do- 
-do- 
-do- 
-do- 
-do- 
-do- 
-Jn- 
-lln- 


[No, 52/1973- F. No. 328/1 18/72-W,T. (PI. 1I)J 


[No. 53/F. No. 31S/118/72-W.T. (P II)] 

hJ 10 ftTCtfO 197 3 

1(110 iJTto 429. —ft Bfr HT"' ftplT'HT fsTHf TTo rjo 
32.8/6;l/73-'4oTro Tift? 0 fHTfTT 1973 ft % HlftsT ftWT 

■13 am ht-tt irfftTHA, 1957 ftr Hin 12T ft RftT ftqftf 

ft fTR ijSipqtT srfHTTft ft “T ft fft'.h'ld fftCTl WT 47 ftf 
fftTfTT , ftr Tnft ft I 

[HoHl/4Tofto 32fi/65/73-To4to/] 

ORDFR (CANCELLATION) 

New Dellii, the 10th December, 1973 

S. O. 429— The appointment of Shri Haii Shankar 
Si'ivastava who was appointed as Valuation Officer for shares 
under section 12A of the Wealth Tax Act, 1957 by order No, 
43 in F. No. 328/63/ 73-V/.T. dated 6th September, 1973 is 
hereby cancelled. 


[No, hl/F, No. 328/63/73-W,T.] 
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3fIWT 1961 WITT 35 ?TWTTT (1) ^ BnJS 

(2) q? 4 IVtJ ?V!IT rrwT !!“ I ^5 3rPwTt;wwT 


w WT 4:fo. — %i#TTr^n- im57 (I9S7 

^ 7 7 ) i?r Eim 1 -iv tT ^tTPT ( 1 ) jm 
^7r^,jTT fTprfHf>3PT ®TfTT 'Pi Tf'^TT^'T wRlTr^ T ’K'T 4 
^TTTfl TT-iIt 

'=9f<+'i ^ PfTW 

1 . ■41 ‘j 'fr t> 

[4f (jS/'PTofT^' .1 2 S/bH/ 7 (^"R ?mT ’SR'l)] 

ORDER 

S.O. 430. — In exercise of the powers conferred by sub- 
section (1) of Section 12A of the Wealth-tax Act, 1957 (27 of 
1957), the Central Government hereby appoint.^ the following 
person as Valuation Oflicer, namely : — 

S, No. Name of the person 

I. Shri D. P, Singh. 

[No. 65/F. No, 328/63/73-W.T. (Mines & Quarries)] 

V. D. WAKHARKAR, Under Secy. 

3 3^57^, 1974 

3II«r-«iiT 

<irT. diT. 431.— ymR srfwfT^i-r. 1901 (iitoi 'u 43) 

WITT 2 (44) ^ (3) RTW ^it'TxTsrf 

«BT SEThr ^TTrf ^ 5Iw#r TTEWIT, lift IFT. TT. fsTTW 
5f[ TTTTIIT TfifR^E I 3tfw^ ^3^ arhlfR^ 

<3nftPl 'TT aftwW? ^ Tlf^PErf IWT JRrh" 

R l F tl '^d qTTrfr ^ I 

2, CI^ 3ftW4(;TRT ?Mt I 

[Tf. 535(917. Tf. 404/lGG/73-t7T^ ^ 7^ Tf[)l 
t?T. fFT. am 

New Delhi, the 3rd January, 1974 
INCOME TAX 

S.O. 431. — .In exercise of (he powers conferred by sub- 
clause (ili) of Clause (44) of Section 2 of the Income-tax 
Act, 1961 (43 of 1961), the Central Government hereby 
authorises Shri M. N, Biswas who is a Gazetted Officer of 
the Central Government to exercise the powers of a Tax 
Recovery Officer under the said Act. 

2. This Notification shall come into force with immediate 
effect. 

[No. 535 (F, No. 404/166/73-lTCC)] 
M. N. NAMBIAR, Under Secy 

eeO, 7 'll n 'it'], 1974 

R!T. arr. 432,— FnfTrwTrnr Timn/f t? fviP zr?- 

3rfs.TT^;^7r^ tirit t ^-6 rrtt Rii', 

sift 3EpjWRr 9trR^, MsTT infWRITT^ 


1 arw, 1973 R RNRft f ] 

RTMT 

pfiTTf snETT ripb fVTuf 

?(?ftRcl's, I 

[Tf. 539 (H. R. 203/36/73-311^ 5^ I? 2)] 
TR. 9i. ffittB^, 31RT RfwT 

New Delhi, the 7th January, 1974 
INCOME TAX 

S.O. 432. — It is hereby notified for general information 
that the institution mertioned below has been approved by 
(iouncil of Scienlific and Industrial Research, the prescribed 
authority for the purposes of clause (ii) of sub-section (1) 
of Section 35 of the Income-tax Act, 1961. This is effective 
from 1st April, 1973. 

INSTITUTION 

M/,s. JAYANT INDUSTRIAL AND SCIENTIFIC RE- 
SEARCH PVT. LTD., BOMBAY. 

[No. 539 (F. No. 203/36/73-ITA. II)] 
M. K. PANDEY, Under Secy. 


i^ltt BTOM ^IT 

fTTRl, 2 5 ^RI^j 1 9 7 .3 

VI. WT. 433. — AFcm-ty?T WfsrfWT, 195.3 ( 1 953 97 

34) 'fr HTR 4 ^ tjiTtsnrr (2) jrR sprit vifwifi 97 
jralT 9PtR Jtrsfh: JETT RRiT IT 7«R ffifftftPT tPTtf) wftJ^fW 
ffo 3 (970 (Tf 30l/39/70-#ofro) tTKi^r 31 RF9, 

1970 97 WrfflPP' TTRTRT 9T% jrr, ^ tIK 

wr ft f9t JIRtT RPPfTT Rfa'95Tfy, ufl RffPTV fffiPfT % 
triT R fffifrT fftrUT W ?T wVt RTft 4 ) tRY % RRR 2 *1 

jfvTPfl 7 R ui-M TI-v^ett-RR-Rlati 4 RfVR u+h4I- 

oifrSi xiV 419 7 tRm-SR9t [94^191 ftt R9 R 4 rTR 

f+91 991 in, RT Tltfr tJO ®Rf99Rf 9?) 91-9^1 9ft TIRTT, 

^ SPpfT h 6l9i 9 [9 fRf[) RT XI I9-9R ofVT If, 

fsTRTtT tjwiHil (i) ftwY ftt RR Triir (^gr % Trm R f>, 
?nR tT fflRt RI WTR9rr ftr fsfTT frrtrffriT [91# an 

# ITT fv# RTR, Rtq- TT#t RRPTT [RRXVI 9# ®TR9rT 1397 
W^^rT % enr-sT 9 R a Fevi ffl n ^iral 9R 97RR 9t#RT 1 

1 2 3 

1. 5r^ W ^ 

q I I tj t^Tt! , q 'll II i '■'I I ^ ^ ^5 

I % ^ ^n-^pTd 

fd Wi % I 
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1 2 3 

2, Wfr twTE ’TtTTT-liJE’F 5Ft"F JfT '^Tf'PT.PJmT WFT 

^WETTT ^ T* ^ % 

•ET TrtTTT, Pf?pf|- I Iffy JTfferFpT •TJTT 

?r«Rf 4 ^TTT'ff g>TT fr, 
^ 'R^TTT Tn^FTT' 

Pf!l5nr % iKT Jr fTJT I 

fEtHin ; ^hWpTT TT ITfiP' 'FTT ETET^ ^ ITiITr ^ JH-IIH 
t<iT ^[EirT I itFt f^?fr “E^nr tt ipfm 

?f r TfT'ET wFfPE ^ WT imrET I 
wfEtT|TrTr fi iTTOT', 1 f) 7 3 jf 5r»nTl' i 

3fi/'ETo»ff Sni/es/TS-fo^flo] 

CKNTRAL BOARD OF DIRECT TAXES 
New Delhi, the 25th July, 1973 
Estate Duty 


^r, 'roll' tl<itti wteI Jf, w ^0 2 7 ^ Vt v 

1 i TT" fhtTTPrftSPr T^TT 'TF{ET 

EtnTrft 

1 2 ;t 

27. tr^fEnr tr^^JE wlr tEPrlsf;; 

[Efo 37/ 1973/'Erorr(J 3Ul/90/72^oi^o] 

CORRIGENDUM 
New Delhi, the 2nd August. 1973 

S. O. 434, — In the Central Board of Direct Taxes Noti- 
fication No. 31/1973/F. No. 301/90/72-E.D. dated the 26th 
June, 1973 entries against S. No. 27 in the Table appended 
thereto shall be substituted by the following : — 

T.XBLE 

I 2 3 

27. Ernakulani Ernakulara and Calicut. 

[No. 37/1973/F. No. 301/90/72-E.D.] 


S. O. 433. — Tn exercise of the powers conferred by sub- 
section (2) of section (4) of the Estate Duty Act, 1953 (34 of 
1953) and in partial modification of its notification No. 3 
F. No. 301/39/70-E.D.) dated 3l3t March, 1970, as amended 
rom time to time, the Central Board of Direct Taxes hereby di- 
rects that the every Income-tax Officer appointed to be an 
Assistant Controller and posted to the Estate Duty-cum-Tneome- 
tax Circle as Assistant (Controller of Estate Duty & Additional 
Assistant Controller of Estate Duly mentioned in column 2 
of the Schedule given herein below shall perform the functions 
as mentioned in column 3 of the said Schedule to the exclusion 
of all other assistant Controllers in respect of the estate of all 
deceased persons who, immediately before their death, were being 
or would have been assessed to income-tax, had they derived 
any taxable income in any Income-tax Circle, the head-quarters 
of which lies within the revenue districts of ; — 

(i) Union territory of Delhi. 

SCHEDULE 


1 2 3 


1, Assistant Controller of Functions as Assistant Controller 
Estate Duty, Estate Duty- in respect of estate of every 
cum-Income-tax (Tircle, deceased persons whose name 
Delhi. starts with the letters ‘A’ 

to ‘L’ (both inclusive) of 
the alphabet. 


(Tww xfk ifttn firam) 

istt. «l. 435 — STfiPJ^Et Jf" 3 2/l97 3/'ETo 
Efo 30 1/90/7 2-^'.'> 26 1 973 if, (FFtT 

jlTTvfr if, Fo 20 BFrif *171 StfTftCTf ^ TE fitTfr- 

fsiltirT TtIT TTEFIT 1 

RTTuft 

1 2 3 

20. "EFTJT 

[tfo 38/l973-'Ero>fo 30 l/90/73-4fo ^o] 

trrro qlij, fRtt 

(Department of Revenue and Insurance.) 
CORRIGENDUM 

S O. 435.— In the Central Government Notification 
No. 32/1973/F. No. 301/90/72-ED, dated the 26th Jime, 1973 
entries against S, No. 20 in the Table appended thereto shall be 
substituted by the folio wig 


2. Additional Assistant Con- 
troller of Estate Duty, 
Estate Duty-cum-Income- 
lax Circle, Delhi. 


Functions as Assistant Con- 
troller in respect of estate of 
every deceased person whose 
name starts with the letters 
‘M’ to 'Z' (both inclusive) of 
the alphabet. 


Note: For the purpose of fludiug out the letter of Ihe 
alphabet; the surname snail be seen, Tn case the deceased 
did not use any surname, the personal name shall be seen. 


1 

20 . 


TABLE 

"■ 2~ 3 

C-Rangc, Kanpur Kanpur 

[No. 3S/I973 F, No. 301/90/73-E.D.] 
(S. BAPU, Under Secy, 




This notification shall lake effect from 6th August, 1973. 

[No. 36/F. No. 30i/63/73-E.D.] 

qf BeAl, 2 XTEFT, 1973 

WT. 4 3 4.---iEv!f|7T ITytST *ET 4(1' 4Tf tfo 

3l/l9 7.3/'Er;!tff 301/99/72/4'= E[o, 26:!^, 1973 


Nr-fl, 10 fthmU 1973 

TT. xn. 4 36 .--iE 7 !fPT !FtTW-*ET ali, (FT-TTE fipTtT 1957 ^1 

PnnT 347 % tjufiitiM ' ( 2) 5rtT vrfwfT vr 1(441 *ii',T 
firm 41TT I T ( 2) if WlfW 

ni=4t4PlfEr Xt^Tlfr FFvff *7 ett'X (3) 4 Vf 5Tf4fe if 

XTTiT-'fTT xnWT 41 xrfOTTTfTlTT % 4m T ^f if. 
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^ 'trfET^TRT "f: !FT tTFFT (fUm 


I 

HT»:ar7 


TiTT 5Tr'-:!'i7rA ^rr^'-'-fTT ifrriT^^T 

1, 7t h^\'^ 

<si '< h ) 


[JTofiO/'fiT>’4‘> 3 28/6 3/'7 3-^o'ITo] 
ORDER 

New Delhi, ihe 10th December, 1973 

S.O. 438. — In exercise of the powers conferred by 
sub-rtile (2) of Rule 3 A of the Wealth-tax Rules, 1957, the Central 
Board of Direct Taxes hereby directs that the Valuation Officer 
specified in column (2) of the Table appended here to shall 
perform the functions of a Valuation Officer in respect of Mines 
& Quarries in the areas within the jurisdiction of the Commi- 
ssioner of Income-tax specified in the corresponding entry in 
column (3) of the Table. 

TABLE 


IT- WE 4 3 8. — %7aTT TWfT "R 4lt fTTT lh57 T 

hrTT 347 if TThrnr ( 2) 31x1 ttt ttrfwft tt sriFt xttI 

f-r?!4 ^fiT I fr TTm ’Trrifr T ptr-tj (2)4 R 

ITftT'fTA ilPiafl % x?Tni.T (a) 4 44 TTiThfl afTfe 4 
fT-fTKC? Str'T-TX ’TP^^T 44 TrftTTrfxT 4 41 tx % 4, 

(i) 4TqfT!lt T THTr xfttxfl^ XtptlTTf *wf4 RT4t 

1X47471 TftT'J^frTTT; 

(ii) »TT4t4T4t 474f 4, ttT tj<5T tftfirWTf jritVt; 

(iii) =3 xt (jj ij- Tfr^Fpff 4 stU- 

'flFrfr; 4k 

(iv) TTT'E 1 Tn; TlXTri 44 'FTTxrrr-trrrETTt, 

44 TT^ri iji^-rixTiT tiftiTtkr 4 trF tt tfpt sttki i 

xffissVftw : ’twkt 4 “47n;TR ?fTfxFT4f" 4 41 

TkifFtT ffrj ^4 mvx tppffif, ^44 'ttt- 

4x>h Tftx 4lx'i kd, TfixpriiTT xflx spTintrr 4 Ifp ^ i 

?nx41 


.S. Valuation Officer Commissioner of Income-tax — -■ 

No. upil 4(» tjtsqpfpi TTfunfl WPT-TT 


1. Valuation Officer (Mines Bihar 

and Quarries). 

(No. 60/F. No. 328/63/73-W.T.] 

4T. W- 4 37. — ^ WTkr 4 FTni iTFti4 % >=Tr«r 2 4 
faFrf4<-i srrfVfiff 44, fiiif grurr 'trftrfTflr’T 19.87 # htxt 1247 
% ijwl'hH iTfaTkl tr trrr 4 f4!p7r ftprr ’mi il fTprufi- 

% XffiPiT 3 4 Wfkcj: I^i4f rpr iTfTtlPT WftlTTTt (4 wt) 4 JR 

4 fn^an (447 447 |r I 

wtt41 

T7T 4° ®>Tlwft TT TR fRi 

1. 41 mi,3 k+iKih'i {knrPT 

2. >41 (4x41 

[4i> 62/'?774 o 32S/0 3/7 3-X?X1Jo24o] 
ORDER 

S.O. 437“'i'he persons specified in column 2 of the 
Table appended to this order who have been appointed as 
Valuation Officers under section 12A of the Wealth-tax Act, 
1957 are posted as Valuation Officer (Shares) at places specified 
in column 3 of the said Tabic. 

3'ABLE 

S. Name of the persons Place 

No. 

1. Shri S. Venkataraman Hyderabad 

2. Shri O.P. Gupta Delhi 

[No. 62/F. No. 328/63/73-W.T.] 


1. TjxTkTT stftmH (titr) Tt^ur 

WFH Tim 

2 . tje4l't>H xifarril (Thrx) (4?41-i 4 3 OT i 

pTeTl I 

[4= 04/'Kro4o 3 2 8/(33/ 7 3-WoTo] 


ORDER 

S.O. 438. — Tn exercise of the powers conferred by sub- 
rule (2) of Rule 3A of the Wealth-tax Rules. 1957, the Central 
Board of Direct Taxes hereby directs that every Valuation Officer 
specified in column (2) of the Table appended hereto shall per- 
form the functions of a Valuation Officer in respect of :— 

(i) stocks, shares, debentures and securities of companies 
with their registered offices; 

(ii) shares in partnership firms with their head offices; 

(iii) securities, other than those mentioned in clause (i), 
and situated, and 

(iv) business assets of business carried on, 

in the area-s within the jurisdiction of the Oommissioners of 
Income-tax specified in the corresponding entry in column (3) 
of the Table, 

Explanation : Tn this Order "business assets” includes 
goodwill but does not include immovable property, agricultural 
lands, plantations, forests, mines and quarries, machinery and 
plant, jewellery works of arts and life interest, jcvcrsion and 
interest in expectancy. 

TABLE 

S. Valuation Officer Commissioner of 

Nq. Income-tax 

1. Valuation Officer (Shares) Andhra Pradesh 

Andhra Pradesh 

2. Valuation Officer (Shares) Delhi New Dcthi-I to Til 

[No. 64/F. No, 328/63/73-W.T.] 
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ft. *n. 4 39. — ^loit ^ wp*t -i 

firfjlfTO: sqfiET "FT JTfErf^pTtT 19.37 iff fJTO 12T 

^ tir-tii-ti TT ^rfnwV % ^ if r^TTT W I 

irrroff »f7 ff*t .3 if ftpt tk irffjiirA (jjr tw 

wr) % ^ fw w ff I 

WK^ff 

TiiuHo E^rfifT ^ ^ 

1. rjl Jjtj rffo frf^ ^nrif^ 

[Ho 6 i 3 /'f 5 ToHo 328 /fi 3 / 73 ^^o^o] 

ORDER 

S. O. 439. — ^The persons specified in column 2 of the 
Table appended to this order who has been appointed as Valua- 
tion Officer under Section I2A of the Wealth-Tax Act, 1957 
is Posted as Valuation Officer (Mines & Quarricsl at the 
place specified in column 3 of the said Table. 

TABLE 

S. Name of the person Place 

No. 

1. Shri U.P. Singh Jamshedpur 

[No. 66/F. No. 328/63/73-W.T.] 
WTi?t 

Iff. Wt- 440. — H HHttf HRTff % HTPH 2 if 
frfhfer jtrPfH lir fitrh' tiHitT HfTrTHJT 1957 iff 'irrtr i 2 <fi 
"ft tjetmtr ttfttHRf % ’"h if PppH fep Tar Sf htt Htpifr 
^ ?fTwr .3 if ptpt tt trfimff (rnh:: ifh: 

UnffUPlTf) ip if Pr^HT fw W ^ I 

HTTllff 


TT HTH 


1- ^ ^0 ^0 ^^^1 



[Ho 67 /'fiToHo 328/63/73-^^0^(0] 
Afo yfo ipni 

ORDER 

S. O. 440.— The person specified in column 2 of the 
Table appended to this order who has been appointed as Valua- 
tion Officer under Section 12A of the Wealth-tax Act, 1957 
is posted as Valuation Officer (Plant & Machinery) at the place 
specified in column 3 of the said Table. 

TABLE 

S. Name of the person Place 

No. 

1. Shri J.M. Mchra Bombay 

[No. 67/F. No, 328/63/73-W.T.] 
V. D. WAKHARKAR, Under Secy. 


ainr-^ 

^ 2 TWf, 1974 

HR. 31T. 441.— ^ ^IPT-^ SifHtTHir. 

1961 flfifil HR 43) Hirr 211 'dMHITT (1) 

qifwHl' HIT tuffitT HiTtf l!T3, ITT ^ ^ Cl) 
^ BfHt J [d effit Hui' 3lfV WH" 4 HTlVf HR WTIT 
HTff mfr Hit, ^ 1 =^ 1 ^ frr hwj, 

f^yffTT Tpsf h 5 triVFr Ruf ^ 15 

aiWr fHTTR ^ Rlfw^ H5TRT ^ I 

[if, 633 (HR. R. 400/49/73-3111^ ^ ift)] 
tTTp. H?widN, am 

New Delhi, the 2nd January, 1974 
INCOME TAX 

S.O. 441. — In exercise of the powers conferred by the 
proviso to sub-section (1) of Section 211 of the Income-tax 
Act, 1961 (43 of 1961), the Central Board of Direct Taxes 
hereby authorises all assessees falling under clause (i) of that 
sub-section and who carry on business of growing coffee in 
India, to pay the last instalment of advance-tax on the 15th 
day of March during a financial year, instead of on the 15th 
day of December. 

[No. 533(F. No. 400/49/73-ITCC] 
M. N. NAMBIAR, Under Secy. 

Rl' ?7vvfr, 21 RRHVJ, 1974 

IfTT. 31T. 442.— RTHR7, (tm?T 

aifl WH RWR) 1970 RfiJ? 7 RW qfSrT 79 ^* 

5 '4 Rwe ( 1 ) H? 3rf^R7or rttr ^ TUPRi 

HTH^, lifi- TR. ar^TTHU Sfft, 21 RRHfift, 1074 d 

31TO iIVrt hr imR f'RR^ ^nq?Rf ^htri 

RRT f, Riff Rt/W 7^ arpf; ^R^ Hil" 

HR imy HTRff t I 

CR, HR. 9 / 1 / 74 ^, 3lt, 1-2] 

Deportment of Banking 
New Delhi, the 21st January, 1974 

S.O. 442.~-In pursuance of sub-clause (1) of danse 5, read 
with clause 7, 01 the Nationalised Banks (Management and 
Miscellaneous Provisions) Scheme, 1970, the Central Govern- 
ment, after consultation with the Reserve Bank of India, 
hereby appoints Shri B. N. Adarkar who has been re- 
appointed as Managing Director of Central Bank of India 
with effect from 21st January, 1974, to be the Chairman of 
the Board of Directors of Central Bank of India with effect 
from the same date. 

[No. F, 9/1/74-BO-I-2] 

HR. 311. 443.— RTHR7. *'[^5 (im)j 

3lfl Rh/M ^JRW) 1970 8 H? (1) 4 

RTR HfjTrf 3 ^ 3 dysfUS (H^) SfRRTnr 4^, vnTTfHl 

V< qt'f 4pHi 4 HTlRRf H)T4 ^ HTHT7[, 21 1974 4 

RTTPR ?i4 HT4t Sift 31 RRt4, 1974 h 4 RRFR |i4 HT4t 
STHflT h 5 fvlR 4!'. TR. STTEHTI h 4, 4?^ 4^ STTHi ?Wr-HT 
HR tUFR Uimi 'N^R HRr4 f I 

[ 4 . HR. 9/ 1/7 4 - 4 '. 34. 1 - 1 ] 

IJT. 4i'. 44 RTRT, prfVH" 


136 G of 1/73—3 
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S.O. 443. — In pursuance of sub-clause (a) of clause 3. 
read with sub-clause (1) of clause 8, of the Nationalised 
Banks (Management and Miscellaneous Provisions) Scheme, 
1970, the Central Government, after consultation with the 
Reserve Bank of India, hereby re-appoints Shri B, N. Adarkar 
as the Managing Director of Central Bank of India for the 
period commencing on 21st January, 1974 and ending with 
31st January, 1974. 

[No, F. 9/1 pA-BO. I-l] 
N, C. SEN GUPTA, Secy. 


(wif^nir vnl PniFr) 

2 4 II, 1974 

giT * 4n o. 44 4.-"U fis m H ^ 309 % H gi si 

^ spfFi gtr ^ 

(tm ^ sfh: fMhr ^ % 'pj) laiff Pmmt 1903 ^ hIt 

mf) tptfftPT ijrr iFi^sTtr Ppth sm# |«r4fw; — 

1 . ( 1 ) FT PNuf •ffl smrr (giFT #41 wVr 

ftrfpT #Tift % rpf) fhtmPPFfr 1974 ^ 411711 


[Part II — 

( 2 ) # f^Tiii rnTpiff Trtnw # stroftpr jl# # 

^TT^ ^li] I 

2 . ar^ tPRA (wT '3vft fefk #Tift % tt) 

«pff pTTTiTPFff 1963 Ft# ^ fwirF-ft aptiTT) 

Jr fTTPi 6 # PUTT tn: f^Rf^ftTr Pm rt^T 'trmi iftPi ; — 

6. 4R|nT — &PT #1^ tfr srf# 

(ft) fWt ^ Jt Prnt? Mr ^ in ft# ft ftr 
fW ?! fFTFr 'Tpr/'Trffl tjfrfw^FW 

(w) Itri# tpri 'Tfrr/'Trtft # 4f)fTO tk# jrf PfiTI vfw Jt 

fFTTT ^ RT ft# ft FTTT fFTTT ^ ^^^4 A # # 

PfTfV TT Pt^ ft W m# 

«P1T^ %vjft7l htFTT ft SiFT % 1# Pf ft# PtFT? f1 

■dH T#T fqqiij # 9tjl TT ^TTR Pi 41 FPJtT # FtTPr 
Tnurtr *flT ftw ft# ^ f^pr ipf sptjiT ^ iff siRjln 
7TTFTT f#Tfl 47Tf#l Ft FT Pl3U # IjtT # TTFlft ^ I 

3. fFFllFfft # #?T7T ipj^# FJT TTW 1 UtlT TIT# 

M*jpe41 #t 71^ prt'sd '7 ii4<ii ; 


1 

2 3 

4 

S 

6 

7 

Tr7s|tF FFT tTOITTi 

1 HTtfRT 

5r«TTT^ 

TTTTfifTT 

1800-100-2000- 

125/2-2250T‘> 


5 0 F# (TTTFifr F#- 
FifTtfl # fkp; ^ #f Sir 
TiFiftlr) 1 

lilPic(i4 ; 

(i) FbFfll SORT fttnifFirTflF 
8# fjtfpT #ift # FTTT 
TpFo Fo #tflnft 1 


(ii) If 4 ) ^ Trfvif 4 !iF iT*iFr 
TTTFTft TTTTFr #7 fhJTcfVT 
FT 1 5 FT^ FT FiJVF 
(frr/FFFT FFR W# ft# 
tfiT f##r llTTfroFr FT 
I 

(i) fpGT Tflr/spirFr #t 7 n Tf#tft 
TPjmi 

(ii) tmr FT#' FT wtjm I 


FPr Tjf iftlT 


9 


10 


1 1 


12 


FTr5rrF/fTFrF’Tr/sri#FmTf#t 
(tPFT FPJftF FTR pf^) 
#F #tF #FT moftF % TTPT 
Ttot# ft# ^913 ftnif 
4ITipTT; ^ F i## 1# 
f*«rf# # JTTFW ’Ffif ffTTT I 


'T#t7rf#/FFTFFT/jrf#f#7rffTi (TTFTFITftF TTT^ Fl[f ^TTT 
FTG rif#F) 5F TF # TTiJTTF FritF 
6 <,FF/TT47T nvFPl % FtfPT 'TFlffTFr# 

VW^TV^W StWfftTF #FT/S«17T #vfV 
#t #R#t7r #Fnft # ## itrftTFT# fnFFt 
#FT #t WFrtr F7T # FF 1 4 F# 5# #tT 
#>FF tUfT PtFF % ## wftTFr# frTTT# 

FT TF#^ F#f # ttFTF jff ; ^ FF F PtR 

fFTTTF## #7fFB #FT 'MlFTTT/W^tTi 

Tn^rtl # Fpft FT #t fTFTT fF#T 'Fir'TTT 
Pji'ljf# f4) ft f#7|lTB # FTF PiFPin 
WTtITT FTTftFF##tTTFr^FFsftg# 

'hIt Pt^flT # Epr fF#V fFFpftTl 
FTF # ^# ft# >i# Jr TF FF Ft 

F#mf# jm ■fft ftf Ptfi ^ft (srf#- 

Prqfti/FVTT #t FFPf FTF: 5 F# # TlfaF 
F^lfpft) I 


'tlTT FF RIf #FT TIIFIF 



# F#tFW#fWTT I I 


[TTo tTFti IG (l2)-F,Fo Fpc)7i] 
To VTJFFT#, 3F-TTf#F 
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(Department of Economic AiTairs) the said rubs), for rule 6, the following rule shall be substituted, 

namely ; — ■ 


New Delhi, the 24th, January, 1974 

S,0.444. — In exercise of the powers conferred by the 
proviso to article 309 of the Constitution, the President hereby 
makes the following rules further to amend the National Savings 
Organisation (Class I and Class II posts) Recruitment Rules, 
1963, namely: — 

1. (1) These rules may be called the National Savings Orga- 

nisation (Class I and Class II Posts) Recruitment 
(Amendment) Rules, 1974. 

(2) They shall come into force on the date of the publica- 
tion in the Official Gazette. 

2. In the National Savings Organisation (Class I and Class 
II Posts) Recruitment Rules, 1963 (here in after refened to as 


"6. DlsquaUUcation. — No person- 

fa) who has entered into or contracted a marriage with a 
person having a spouse living, or 

(b) who, having a spouse living, has entered into or contracted 
a marriage with any person, shall be eligible for appoint- 
ment to any of the said posts; 

Provided that the Central Government may, if satisfied that 
Such marriage is permissible under the personal law applicable 
to such person and the other party to the marriage and there ate 
other grounds for so doing, exempt any person from the opera- 
tion of this rule.” 

3. Ill the Schedule annexed to the said rules, for serial No. I 
and the entries relating thereto, the following shall be substi- 
tuted, namely: — 


1 


National 

Savings 

Commissioner. 


General 
Central 
Service 
Class I 
Gazetted. 


Rs.l«00-100-2000- Not Applicable 
125/2-2250. 


50 years (Rcl.ixablo 
for Goviinmcnt ser- 
vants). 


Essential ; 

(i) Second Class Master’s degree 
of a recognised University, 
(ii) About 15-years experience in 
controlling large Commercial 
01 Government Organisation 
and/or Experience of public 
relations work and sales 
Organisation. 

Desirable : 

(i) Experience in Banking and/or 
Insurance. 

(ii) Experience of publicity work. 


8 


9 


10 


11 


12 


Not applicable. 


By promotion/transfit/deputa- Promotlon/trartsfer/deputatlon (Incluiling Not applicable 
tion (including short-term short-term contract) 
contract) selection being Officers under the Central Government/- 

State Governments holding analogous 
posts or Officers of the Indian Admi- 
nistiativc Service/Central Services class 
I, with at least (4 years service as such, 
or officers of the Life Insurance 
Corporation holding posts equivalent to 
those mentioned above. The depart- 
mental Joint National Savings Commis- 
sioncr/Zonal Commissioner with 3 years 
service rendered after appointment thereto 
on a regular basis shall also be considered 
and in case a depaitmcntal candidate is 
selected for appointment, the post shall 
be treated to have been filled by promotion. 

(Period of deputation/ contract ordinarily 
not exceeding 5 years.) 


made in consultation with the 
Union Public Set vice Com- 
mission; failing which by 
direct recruitment. 


As required under 
the Union Public 
Service Commission 
(Exemption from 
Consultation) Ret 
gulations, 1958. 


BRIipiF 3 WHj 

fifTira 20-7-1973 i/ 72 ^ ^nrthm 

4 1973 

air. 443.— STT ^ irtRUf 2 rf ^rf^rfvriW 

ifia^ aiiV 5fTT I 

“srrttr ^ ^ ^ 

'f‘?ni7T^ rnf wf I 

(^. q?. apsJETT) 

[tfF, ireqr 

q. w. wn, RTBSTif 


OFFICE OF THE COLLECTOR OF CENTRAL EXCISE 
Addendum to Notification No. 1/72, 

Dated 20-7-1972 

Guntur, 4th December, 1973 

S.O, 445 . — The following may be inserted in para 2 of 
the Notification. 

The words "and Virginia air-cured tobacco” may be added 
after the words, “flue-cured tobacco". 

“Attested" 

(V. K, Asthana) 

Dy. collector. 

[C. No.V/4/30/67/73 U.4.] 
A. S. I. JAFFAR, Collector 
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22 fr^TP^, 1973 

«»7T. 311. ^ g-q- twr 14) ‘^wr 

jfriWrf qiT qrr^ §,73 w frafi rff^ 

iTi^ 5TMT 49^.^.?^. ^ 'TP^ 4 iV^' 

fifftOT siTE^ irmifi' qnwr ^ :— 

“■<Wjr fVrtfpT 3r«Tfg- 

?rT qi qiM "TT 

Tkr f^^qfrrr qM i 

^pqffPT «TT ^VriTp- qiV" 

[3Tfl|4[,TiHI' 11/73-^ ^r. 6(49)(8)580-ITTf3r./73/43] 

sEi'd'fW, npi i gnf 

CENTRAL EXCISE COLLECTORATE ; KANPUR 

Kanpur, the 22nd December, 1973 

S.O. 446. — In exercise of the powers conferred on me 
by 8ub-riilc (4) of Rule 173-G, I hereby prescribe the fol- 
lowing raw material in respect of Ball and Rolling Bearing 
(Tariff Item No. 49 Central Excise Tariff) : — 

"Rolling bearings, that is to say ball Steol/Brass, 
or roller bearing, all shorts” . . . Steel Balls. 

Needle boarmgs. . . Needles or 

bearings 

caps. 

INotiflcation No. 11/73— C. No. V(49)(8)580-Tech/ 73/43] 

J. DATTA, Collector 

MMIII ■[■'■n miTTi llIM Ml ■ I BMII ^ 

^ fWl', 31 1973 

?5T. 31T. 447.— TUTBftl'fi IJT qi'ltreft clfyW^ 

C^m ^i;^) 3ff«if?urR, 1943 srs-2 ^ ym c^) 

sppm, ^ (qtrtR) prrrfr 

SUlefT 3n^^ tj W tiqi, 'pfwei'} t; -rl-x; ^ qrpf < 4 
^ tt) < rfi ^ I 

CF. 4t. 4330/1/7.3] 
UBelRT, 3m 

MINISTRY OF EXTERNAL AFFAIRS 

New Delhi, the 31st December, 1973 

S.O. 447,— In pursuance of clause (a) of Section 2 of the 
Diplomatic and Consular Officers (Oaths and Fees) Act, 
1948, the Central Government hereby authorises Shri L, S, 
Sivaraman, Personal Assistant in the Embassy of India, 
Doha (Qatar) to perform the duties of a Consular Agent, with 
immediate effect, until further orders, 

[No. T. 4330(l)/73] 
RAM LAL, Under Secy. (Cons.) 


evu, IG 1974 

«T. 3IT. 448.—^ qfrBT C3rff?t.T^iT srfwr/t 
'Jq’BTvfi) 1971 (1971 tpT 40 *11) Sf/f tTTTT 3 

fTITTT BT'T srfljwi' 3frr fftrirr 4774 ^ (Jd^^qWI 
BTtjin BTroft ?5Fff 1 pf np srfwr/t 

4/, fiimR 45 3ifwi/t 4 rn4, ^am+TT 3rW-r- 

fffmr 4 tfrnt ^ fw] ffpcrgr sriWi/? 45 

m' p^ fmiasffr TTffi' ^ ^ ^ 

3iftiW5 JTTTff 3 it«i 3if*Fi7n4 ffiT W^T j^r/ni 3rtV 
BiM 45 gpir (2) 4f<rf4 erffp qfnn ^ BW if, 3 r 4 
3if*r4rR ^ 2^ srmfff bw 3Ttt;rfffTPr gffirr bt btt^ 

snsJtpT 3ff tl4)l?(4y 45 flffP BT] 4n4 45TVrT I 


HTt^fr 


wfsTTfr 47T 


74»mT 

stftnf7T7 WB tV Ftrffhr tfltmi 

1 

2 

mi (thjTT 7T^ Br ) 

^ vrrRiff 

wrm' 47717, rqfirr JTBTBff, 

qfj'.fft sfr Wb RBrax 7 

fff r4ft4) 

, jpimffffff fffimr ^ sTshi 1 1 


[Off. B. t. /8602/17/72.] 

ij. ?m5r, sm triVar 


New Delhi the 16th January, 1974 

S.O. 448. — In exercise of the powers conferred by sec- 
tion 3 of the Public Premises (Eviction of Unauthorised 
Occupants), Act, 1971 (40 of 1971), the Central Govern- 
ment hereby appoints the officer mentioned in column (1) 
of the Table below, being gazetted officer of Government, 
to be estate officer for the purposes of the said Act, and 
further directs that the said officer shall exercise other powers 
conferred, and perform the duties imposed, on the estate 
officers by or under the said Act, within the limits of his 
jui'isdiction in respect of pubJic premises specified in column 
(2) of the said Table. 


TABLE 


Designation of the 
officer 

Categories of public and 
local limits of jurisdiction 

1 

2 

Deputy Secretary (UNITED 
NATION), Government of 
India, Ministry of External 
Affairs, New Delhi. 

Premises under the Adminis- 
trative control of the Mini- 
stry of External Affairs, in 
the Union territory of Delhi. 


[No. F. O/SE/8602/17/72] 


A. DAYAL, Under Secy. 

4rt®n«T inirenr 

^4 vefl, 1 

1974 


471. 3tT. 449.-^14 3lt«tffW, 1953 (1955 47 

10) 4 ft mu 3 WTU ITTW ^f'TvbH'T 471 TFltu 4777^ IJT?, 

BT47R, f quh i n ?44(ui ftrwT 211^, 

1972 p[^ 3r!V arut wHet 477^ ^ fpFBiVlW 3n^ 

WfWT 477^ i‘, 3niflff :— 

1. (1) ITT 3fT4V 471 mr '1^1747)71 /w ?4B7or 

(ff4tftB BTlhUf) fppTTW aff^, 1973 ?IbT 1 

(2) ^ ?5Ufr iu[w fluT 1 
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2. ^ fwror srr^, 1972 ^ 

QTIB 9 4^, OT) ^ WFT 97 ^ ?3rJS 

H?a<r^iTT4ti 91 ^rnun, sprfri : — 

“C^) 4f 9frtR if n^irr 977 arfV wsrriffr 4 
TnfirT m 4t qfrm if ir4?r 9 !t 4 3fft TORft 
#4 f^Tii ftr4t ariVpn^ 94 ^ ^ 

ff TTOifrft sp4t 47/ TRrfr fr^E^PF! 
^mr 14? ^9i4W) 9^ t? 4 ^Fnr an ^ 
?t, int^TfTr 977 3Tf( f^TTfl 
ipf if ^ 'frwFT 97T wn 4* 
antin' 9iT nTfiTn ITTU ^ I 3rt*7 9 V< <-1 < 4 

fnf STiTT 97r^ 97T, fiTFT^ 9Tf 4 ^ fmTTT 
9774 97T 97T7iir f* f97 44 73-^47PT 4 44^ 4 73im 
y q^fr ^4791 irsiT ^ ^ T9nfT ^fttht sfTwtiiTr 4*, 
offrirrn ^TT et^itt aiinwir ^74 4 fT4 ?44^ 

’4 Tll?y tfr) 977 TT^iTT I” 

[971. 4. 17013/1/72 eW (5)3 
i|fjHr7T7|U| 79 Ti 4, TTipTr «'i4'1 

MINISTRY OF COMMERCE 

New Delhi, the Ist February, 1974 

S.O. 449. — ^In exercise of the powers conferred by 
Section 3 of the Essential Commodities Act, 1955 (10 of 
1955), the Central Government hereby makes the following 
Order further to amend the Viscose Staple Fibre Distribution 
Control Order, 1972, namely ; — 

1. (1) This Order may be called the Viscose Staple Fibre 

Distribution (Second Amendment) Control, Order, 
1973 : 

(2) It shall come Into force at once. 

2. In clause 9 of the Viscose Staple Fibre Distribution 
Control Order, 1972, for sub-clause (c), the following sub- 
clause shall be substituted, namely : — 

"(c) enter and search or authorise any ofllcer not below 
the rank of a Technical Investigator/Enforcement 
Inspector (Technical or non-Technical) in the office 
of the Textile Commissioner to enter and search 
any premises and seize or authorise any such officer 
to seize any ardcle in respect of which he has 
reason to believe a contravention of this Order has 
been committed and any other article in the pre- 
mises which he has reason to believe has been or 
is intended to be used in connection with such 
contravention." 

[F, No. 17012/l/72-Tcx(V)] 
MANI NARAYANSWAMI, Jt. Secy. 

plffetf), 16977T4 1974 

WoWto. 4 5 0- — rpl: ^TfhT irm7 4r 7R ^ f4 VTTPT 4 
saTTK % fimri % PtTt j4#T 


hf&wvr) srftrfhmt, isos (loes ^ 22) uttt o 

iraw ipT Hrfpr TTd gif, HKiT ottK 4 

'170 WTo 1197 , IS qfe, 1966 4 

nriHfq ' -f ffr 4 tftfriPT tttttt simw crer tnfHffi 

417 rpT: 444 tiwt: 4 7 ?w ipmnT 4 34 fnifflw 

STtlFr !PTin ^ SlTt ^ 

ffiiPT, 1964 4 fwT 11 4 OT-fwi (2) 4 ) tiir^TPjJTTT: 
fffhsTJT 4 t 4 !t tart; 

fw: OT 'dWi TSTf-hmir % eRrrrui if 4 r^hr rnrtnT 6tti 
HTtm) 4 r 75^4 4^61^111: Jrmfw ^ 4 i 4 f 'smi 4 f 
4 fffi smftld TTrlf 1 1 

2. Jut Tmfr ^(4 7 ?^; irFTPff 4 sp)" 4 '^ 7 r^ wr 

in WET ^154 4 f ptBT 1577 PTCtT 44 ^ 7 f 7 4 

trapne if 4 r ffirfij 4 tile' dm 4 TffuT fii 9 i',i ( 3 (Ism 
^ 4 ’ 14/1^,177171 7 ^ 1 ^ irfim) , qTrppyrr - 1 
4 f ^ n 4 iir 1 

HWW 

'HI CP cici'ic 4 qifir^a IPSTTPT 4 f 4 “ ’tiTc'ITTo 

1197 , ffifru 15 <(lSn, 1966 ffiTTl PTR ffijfifan 4 V anmf) 
xpriti; — 

XlfiTTfTiir if, — 

1 . 471 1 if,— 

(i) 73^-1571 ( 1 ) if nM 4 pm pt "Tjtrrri'ir 1 ” w(»7t 

4 k 4 <i 7 74 Tiintff; 

(ii) 75IT-47T ( 3 ) 4 mrarti ffRififtrtr mr: wifa 
f 4 iiT mriT — 

(4) fpihmif twi kWf 4 tTT 4 »W m f 4 T HT Tffrr 
Twtf 4 t, w 4 Tgrrartr-II if kr iR f 4 M 4 f 4 
4 ntfk 7?4 |4, thttr) 4 Himii frfMfiifr 

4^4 HfrUrfl 1 1 

2. Tpj'j’if f, '‘ipjg; 4 f” i!w 4 pm 717 " 73 mH'W 1” Ttfk 
epp Tit Tspifit ^ ^ jtipn: ffitfffm 4 TmiT, k^r- 

14 dan ^TITiFn Hm: PPlfm dsMi 'pICf'iT, : — 

739 rttt — II 

1. win 4 fwi firffttn 

1 . 4fntt : — dtOkT sq^T 4f tik =4fVrT sWt niiiti tpFft4f 

ip tm kskfuiRiw TrfirFiW 4 f 4 rrti 

2. wtmni : 

2. 1. wk ; — tT'PHl 4 t > 4 if) 4 f nwift ^ Tflir ki 4 f 
^ I IT? o.oosonTop 'fttfipm' 'flirikd 4 f 1000 fhpff 
mt if rfW 7 TRTTT HtT tftWdm «T^ 4 fk 4 f 4 T Ht[ 

irrii rffn ir nfar ii ?7 ki 4 t ^ 3 1 

p mr f>ft 4 ) ^nmfr Tirfffi ^ 1 

2. 2. frafti fkkTvr qfnspr jttt trpffcr mT irfwT 4 
7 tpT 7 mjar fitr 3 rr 4 717 twi 71711 fTT 75114 777 pirnff 4)4 43 
TUTTifV if a 3 nkrptff 4 ? 3 >fl 1 
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^ fWWT 

tfo 

tK#tff 

iWf 

vjg '3iff fiTfirtrinwfr 
^tflFfof^ l^oft 



%finf 


1 2 

3 

4 

5 

(i) tlFft if Y=™fflT?TT 

(ii) 3tfffe«fr in^ ^ 
wiiratg (fffoF[^o 

3 tffolffotffolf^o ) 
UK ^ msTK K 


it 

'jimrifiT 

Ipp Xt if 

TjIfFfTqTf 

(iii) firf, 0 it 

98. U 

99. 5 

09. 1 

1 , 

(iv) jfMfiKT TT inr- 
flnfe 'fTK^WlK 


15.6 

16. 0 

'TT 

(v) ^1 Si® ?l *T^o ) 

0. 02 

0. 01 

0. 001 

^ fy Tf n ^ , 

(vi) ^'ti5 (^ ) 1 srf^ 
Hptsr 

35 

15 

1 

wfawr 

(vii) fff^ (^% cffrc. 
iffo 4), srRt w 
irnr if fjtir, ^fftntr- 


2 

I 

tnr . . 

(viii) irrif in^ (ftriTif 
iff? 'ff t)i WfFRT 
^ Tto rfo, srfir 
im iTTO if f^, 



1 

^fy^fKllt . 

(ix) 'tilffu’F ITFST (tjlfo 

fjYo ^tfo iftoT^o ) , 
ifTK % maK TT 



2 

i^rdvin, flfy 'Tifi’M 

(x) ^ 2 it (tffo 

0 3 iff 0 0 

*ff 0 ) , aror % JtraK 

0.3 5 

0. 1.5 


’TT xlnwiGj * 

0.15 

0. 05 

— 


3. fiwfH fnrr 


(i) qftwi: — RTWt »i5t wnn^ it ^ ^«T 

(ii) ftnjp*- — wren frfsTW if Jn^ 

I i|i] fT'TI '"[tflEti ’TT '^TTTj 'llH dfri'til ?fiFF^ 


'fi ■i'i{ ^ if f^iii '>ir>'<ii ^rrr ^ tt ^ 'jrt 

»ff 5fTO: ^ it Fr^ srrriif i 

"trara? — ^rm ^'!tt jst, 'sTFsif ^ ^57tTTPF i" 

2. jiTjtfwIn ^ fffJrftT 

1. «^fiirot: — ^r^IfimFr <Ff ?! ‘^twl tiitel- 

mfw tmi WT^Itil I 

2. »rtfWTCj I 

2.1. >St^fRTPB^t 4®ff ^ 0^1^ : 

2.1.1. ^Tffltw . — OTFlff Fivfr tFTT ^^Tipn™t 

^ T%f ^ipKiT tr^T ifT ^ =fJf trmr trfer ^ mfTT 
TT^r ifM % if ^ I 

2.1.2. iffWTTTT ■• 

(t) tmI: — ingrT ^r-T if 5 TRifl'T 'fr ^ff^ trre 

tm flT5r isrryfjnmf it Tfet ^t^iT ’trf^ i 

(w) iTJtPir^Ut if 

5 5rfT!(rT ^TT ^iT (i: 19) 'P« ?TFT«tFT if ttPt: ^tfi: 
vnfll Tf "ff^ t’T "fTf *ft*T ^<11 I 

2.2. «?aff ^1 r«t?: — T*lFfflff "Wf % PTF ttnifY 

wff irnir if ^ tiYfff ^ if 

2 . 3 . mnw ;— ftirftf fifTWT Tfr^ aro w^nffet rftt 

Itf’FTT ^ fif 1^ 'JIN TT Tift \3+l^ Tl?5 ^if TT 

ttrinff iff% iff fiKoff if ^f Iff flitsmff ^ xFpar iffJtWfi 


ttmf 

^tl ^fWHfH > fitq »I^WTlt 


5f9T Ooflanr 

ifo 

'tiHltnfififr 

iWf 

a«fiffiff 

1 2 

3 

4 

(i) vitt; ^ ^rr!?TT 

K irfaiRt, . 

09. 0 

97. 5 

(ii) 'MHfT 

171°^0 if 



ITS^i'o 

— 

(iii) njiriOrw Tr», w ii *fTaK k 

^rnwifl; V fy 'll n H * 

0. 10 

0.7 5 

(iv) i 5 ,wffia (ffiirifiio wfo 4),iTKii 

itTTHK K HfimcT, ItftnRR - 

0. 075 

-- 

(v) (f% Ti") 3TK % 5TTaK K 

jTftiiiicT, nfimnt . 

0. 002 

0.01 


2. 4. 'if'PT tTRlff ^ 'IPpiT ‘(I'l^Tttif WTtl I 'll if W ^FFTT 

if. 'Jfnfjft m 1 % ifif iFFTnr if ^nror itt ti% 1 


3 . nTw % fiTfl; 

1 . nSfiiiirt: — m*Rffipfr Wi^ iff 'ff ’^P’T’ft 56 ft, ?T«rftf 

w4flft fWT (ttif^iFF I 

2. H^Wnt : 

2.1. ir>FT : — ftRlfr IFsif'T tfffff % l?T if ?>ff iftl: Jn^Jft 

it Rff) I ipf fef 5rpt Tf Iff ^'rit f%Tr ^ 'jrrtfjff 1 



5ec. 

2.2- — 5.0 TTR HTElft ^ 50 ^ 'T^ft if 

^rtf^n I nM'tst ^ HTE VI ^prnrr ^iht i 

2 . 3. f^mfT Prft^ "rf^ IRT irf^ 

«mEK TT ^ 'PGI 1^ ^ 'TT HTOft 

5fl:% i?r if <ft irf ^srmf ^ 'iff JE>ff i 

mt<iff 

tiMfwB ^ ipf^wnt 


’w >Wr ^ 5rfwnt 

^0 — — 

OTi^fV^ff f^V?|'«'J||<!il'Tl 


1 2 

3 

4 

(i) (^0 ^fto 

t^o, 1^0^ Tftoj iRnr^^nETR 
^rf^TTFRT . , 

90. 0 

99. 8 

(ii) qjwffqq qp?, «nq ^ wrirn: qi; 
qfqVRT, WPl+flH 

0. 5 

0. 01 

(iii) (^f^o),m7:^mKrR 

'TT sHimci ; * * 

0. 1 

0, 001 

(iv) qp^dq (i^irqqo qfo ) qrq^urnm: 
qq uPoKia, qfirqqtq 

0. 1 

0, 01 

(v) qrtr tiT^q (iffir qfo i^fo), qn: % 
qpjiq qq sfqvrq, qftiqKfq , 

_ 

0. 0005 

(vi) qrj^fqqfqisrq ('♦irtfqo),qTq % 
tffHrq qq sfrpqq, 'qftpFqq 

_ 

0. 001 

(vii) ifn[ (l^ir qfo) qR % qrtnq qq 
qfqqq, qftrqqrq 

0. 05 

0. 0005 

(viii) ifppoqqq (i^ir %»), qrq % qrarq 
qq iiPovid, qftRiqq 

, 

0. 002 

(ix) 4^rvrw (^^), mr^TTrsTR: 

RT srfdvRTj 

— 

0. 003 


4. % ft(tj f^rtantill 

1 i^'f: — i(ff ^ ^fimt jffiff, '5T«Tfq;, ^-i fEfSf- 

^ffiT (ills) ^WT ’‘^’jff-ii irifipTf^ { 'd“*i t^'flf^'l ) I 

2 . ; 

2.1. JT’f’T :— 'W 1 ipf ^IHnf V% WUT iffRwt, ^Tf, 

'nffiff JTT fw^fw '«[^af ^ iiq' if imf nr ^iffirviifi- 

il I ^ff% f°rf^ ^ 'Jii^ 

3?ff '^«fff ^ iTPi^ if mif qr lEff iiff tr*t qfif i 

2.1.1. HTinff qff iftff iff irrar in^ if >(tit "r 

itiffti^ *fR isir 5o°ff‘>/i°to Ti: 4 ^ nqi Tfeij i ir % 

qff qff^ qrffifiT I 

2 . 2. '>ff-ii qif HToiff ^ ifqfi^, ^ 11 STM 

^ 'SIT OTiff 1 1 q? <1^ w ^ 5>ff «fh: inj 


601 

3*ff , •Juif qT qiqf % IFT if sVff I r<hr(j xil i o O OlMf TFff ^ 

20 Om gr uff fET im 40 fwr qf^ftm ^ii4 i r »iT ^ <ffiT ir 
*rftpr iTfn ijVrT i 

2 . 2. Phu n Prffisrir qftq^ sm ir^^fff^ etrf srOfur % 
R[<Tr fef 'srr^ qr ipqr ttv 3n% qr HFriff iff^qff 
mruff if ^ qf w^ismff % *rjwq- »ff ?>ff i 

Hmff 



^qinffq ^ fqir q^smt 

iWf-l 

^uff-a 

1 2 

3 

4 

( 1 ) ^ 0 , 

79. 4 

78. 5 

( 2 ) qrfqr qqqqqf, qR ^ qnnq 

qq 


qfqqq, qfiiqqrq 

0.2 

0. 2 

( 3 ) qpq, qK ^ qnrR qq qfqiirq, qfttqr- 


qq . 

0. 02 

0. 02 

( 4 ) JET qtmr, qR ^ qruTq qq qfqqq 


qpaqqrq 

— 

0, 20 

( 5 ) fq- qr^jfqq qqrfqj, qR % llTtnq 


qq sfftfTO, qfqqrqq 

" 

0. 02 


5. iiwffit % firfinhi 

1 . #>ff: — ti5iftTT qff ifk i^fiiiTr ^ftff, »rqf;j, <3iifr-i, 

^-2 RIT 'Bfuqnfqr ^ I 


1 - 2 . mflir: — imnfr »rf^ ifk wfif if qflq^ ifr 

Tlq'fl'ii VI & ifiT if SF'q' qr«% % iqi^ il tff% in 

qR-qfti^FT'T if ijqijw iniEinT fhit MTiHiur if sq^tqw jjVff qr 
qffrqRw qr ifOpri^ if inq f^ r q ^ if 

irTtr qff 'lm^qf i q? iq^ 5 >ff qqr wq^rPHO qqi'f Tffr w^nq- 
qffiT qnT if ^qq ^f'f^ i 

2- WifMIll : 

2. 1. liiiiff-i; — ♦Rffq, IIT5- iffr finp- 

iqfqn qiifqf % i^wT^qlpr, qnt|fcr qffr tiffuEftTiT 
qq^fqqi qtqWf % fqfqqfq if qrw^ umifl ^ ^ if i 

2.2 'Wf- 2 : — tqqffq, qrqpq if (qipui^q if qff sNftq 

^upf- 1 ^ qrq ^ 9nq ^ ^ Tif fqq qqr fifqTqqi ^ ^ 

2.3 wfiqqqfqt ^nff : — qiqiff ¥^50, ftiw qq qRf tll ^H 
m, qpff if qfq%q feg p w^qfffjq qr ^qr if ^ qr^ ^iqq- 
>iff¥r ^Wf I q^ PqHpiqrf qqpif if ijni jffqf i 

2.4. Pnriq firff^rq qfiq^ im qijqfftq qiqqi srfqnTT ^ 

qfqqrq q^qr ftff^ 'nfif qq qqr qq^ qrrif qr inqqff qff 
qmf if qf qf qf^wwf ^ iff sjWf i 
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MlTTlfl 



F5F % t> pFlflFFl 

441-1 

441-2 

FProtFT 441 


% pR FT%«TT 


(l) (ft) I5.s7l5.5"to 


0. 877 % 0. S84 FFT 0, 873 4 

0 . 882 

(<a-) 27727 ° ifo FT FTrlPrar WTO 


0. 866 t 0. 873 FFT 0. 861 % 

0.871 0.e7lt08.7 3 ?tFT 

( 2 ) mTTFFF^Fr 

'iiH'Hi'i fif^r TT f^rtf ’rfr- 

rt rtftf, Prt ft Pr FT^ Fft- 

FTF % FTF 9 5 FPOM 79. 5° 


FTIFFTT 1 41t OesriTOTTfn^ 

RTF FTT 1 IiIt 9 6 sPoilIF tF? 

80. 5° to tr 4H trroftH 


f^TTr ^ ^ IF?TT 

^Kf ^ sfW ^iT TFtTT! 

^ 'j^tu/rr 1 


(m^tlFT) 0.6°4 o% FlfOT 

(ft^ 4ft) 1 ° to t ifPr 



Flff^l ?TTF4wii 80. 1° 

R[f ^mr w Ftw t 8 0.1 



4o FTT dIFFTF 41 rPtoF | 1 

^ ^ 1 


( 3 ) FTT'fl'hT'F FT HTpfrfe, f%o FTf 100 

5 

5 

0. 002 

ppfl’, TTRI'+iih 




( 4 ) 5T FtTFT, RTT % FTSTTT FT fPtiFF, 

0.015 

0. 1 

— 

wfawR 




( 5 ) f4wTrf%T| T^TOT 

5 . 2 ° to 

— 

5 “ to t FTF 

( 0 ) f%Fl4lF (4% ifEIFT) *TTT % WTTT 

0.01 

— 

0. 00025 

Trf^jnTuTfr 





3. Wtnr ?rqT PriJpT : 

3.1. — RTRift ^ 4f*r>r swl'di •c® % >14^ ^ *11 Rnnft 

^ ^jur-tnrf % iTTw^ *f # I tmrpT 

RTP, trifk, # ft>Rt4t'mFfJr^«fh:CT^T%r 
ijR I )j!n^ fix!f RR^r 41% fit ^rt ?;5rkin1%%f w Tm Fm 
^iTiUT; 

( 1) OTsn%f >1% % fi=n^ T>n: '(% sisl jtt 

ifT^ W RiTt^T f%R ^>nxjRi 

( 2 ) %t?RT % ’j? ^ f^9r % 5 rt% % Pttt ^ 

^3i%-aT% if OTErR w 

% 3?K ^37^ RTRfft *13 J'fRT PTTRT 

f%Rr 'J|l''-'ll I 

(3) ETf% HRff RT 'EFIT '■Mlfe'F RTtnff >fT EpfU f^RT ^TTcTT^ 
%t ^ ST+K % ^FTtC '^^■'11 f% ^ WTETRI % ^lW% 
FT RTR# F% FTT F >F^ I 

3 . 2. 1%^ : — "IhIh % VIHH ^ ^ 

isnE^ff sffT 3F FT 4 TO 41 ^ % pT^ ^TKfif : — 

“fTF, P l FFI'O r TO »j 41 ^ % JT Tf%F^ ”1 
6. ^Tin^flJT % Pin (%PlJ(I 

1. w%wi} : 

1 . ir^K ; — ^TTFlff FftTRlT WKRH ^ FTOT % FTR 

^ ariT^^l I F^ TFj^ FI 4141 to 41 MEHlWi P-rtcTlF sIf ^ 

nftr % ’Jifi lil41 


1 . 2 . f%F% fFTlSTF FfTF^ STTT *t^Flf%?T FRT srfjpFT ^ 

FE{R 5fT% ft To FTW f%!TJ FTFl ft ITRFI 41% <41 
FTt 41 if 41 Ff R%«Tlff % 'FFFF 5>fl I 


hit41 


fft fttro 


to 


(i) TOTtFT . 

. 2 1 3° to t 2 1 6 . 2° to TTFT 

(ii) FTOTPfT 

. 340° to t 351° to FFT 


7" f7tj4f % pin r4ln4ii 


1. %f<FFt <41 41 f Eh Pi f I ^IfI, 

FTTF '341) «dw4FE 441 TO (fWlPlFE PFMTF-F 441 I 

2 . f4w: — wrwl 41F% % FFFfITOF % 3R1T fl-F % ftr 
FFS% t%3flw % ®JTO ?>>fl FT l^lPm FfrnfTTF TO 
F'PvtlW l if 3FtTFK % ^ if 5TO 41 i5m^41 I 

2.1. niwn^ :— RRifl TF^ gWl 41 t TO7T PrItot FFrrf, 
flFT Ef 'J'1 F ill il FfH % FTP ^341 1 

2 , 1 . 2 . Jrtrollt 441 : — FRlfr TF^, ftTviii' fejft41, 

TF^IF to, FTFI if FftfiR fFFg F?4l^ FT 4 fT F ^ 
FT5 ^MHuflU 5141 1 Ff PhmPRF FFTF TO FFTOTPr FT41 % 
^?l41i 

2.1" 3- wlwlPi^ PiniF<ii 441 : — fif41 tf^ ^141 41 <. 
FTOT PlMpllfl FFT4 to FT41 il ^ 5>fl I 

2 . 1.4 . PTFItT P Pl^TF fItFF ^TJFlflnF, FTFFT Ff4FT % ETJ- 
TTTT FTJFT Pin ^Tr% FT FFT FT FT Pt^n 'FT% FT FTFlfl 41% <11 

ftt 41 if 41 Ff si%m41 *t^ ^141 1 
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fiT^t'ETT ip: (;mr5>rnir) f^Frmr ^itFff 

?fo 

(i) (V) 15. 5°/! 5. 55° jfo n. 870?T 0 . 874TO — 0 . 8 60 % U . 8 7 5 TW 

(^) 27°/27°^‘> TC 0.859^0.883^ 0 . 8 59 0 . 8 6 2 TO 0 . 8 1 9 il 0 . 8 6 1 TO 

I 

(ii) WFTTO!r(^?T 37T mTOFT f^PT TO EeT TO >113;- TOT TOT 9 5 MfdVR 110° Tlo f (t) 1u 5° TO 5 fO'ft 

TO^ TO 1 5ftT 96 irfroo 5rk 1 1 1 . o" Wo ^ TOTTOT ^TfuTOTW 1 

f^TO WOT % TftW TO TOT^ ^ WTTO TnWfTO ^ TOPT I t(®) 120° 4o ITOi 9 0 

(tot to) 0 . 6° ?r TtIto TOWdW 1 

^ ^ I ?W ir 110.6° 

Tfo TO TOTTOT Tfr oFoRTo ^ I 

(iii) TOwtTTOT to; TOfvrfe frorro 

100 froft TrfiSTOTW 5 0.002 10.00 

(iv) fTT WTO WTt ^ TOTR TO stfrorw 

wfTOTO 0.1 0.2 


760 fWTO W#fr ^ TOT? V fro TOTWTW TO jflfTO fTOTT TOWT I 


3. 'HtoT WTO : 

3 1 wl^n— W(WTft Tft 41%W SrwtwRTO ^ =5tw ‘W WT TOWlft % 

ITwf TOW TOTWTO TOTOTT W wR" TOOtR | WWT TOW 

TTTT WWW 41 "9 ^1” W^ 'jwtwwrfwwt TO WITOT ReWT Tfipi ; 

( 1 ) TOTOWl ^ TOW WR% % RtO TTO; ^ WTwt WT WWTWWt 
TOTOf TO WWlW W7 fTOTT TOpT I 

( 2 ) *ftTOT % wij iTTt wntwT wh: % toit^t % fww[ tott 

TOn%-TOI^ Wf TOTPT % Prq TO?T TOTOW wit, 

TOW' ^ 3RT: ^fW 3r^W WTfff TO STOTT TOTT WR 
■pfirw froiT wipi I 

{ 3 ) Wfw TOWr WT WTO ^TOtfeWl WTWrft TO TOTTW fVwT TOWT 

I !ft w^ 1 TW srrox ^ wit TOTwt ft? <to wthtw % 

TO TOW# # WTOT W W# I 

3.2. fWgU — % WTTTOW ^wfwrw TOT W WTO fTOT W TO^^ 
wlw TOT TO 4 TOW # groe TOT % ftrisf to4w : — - 

''wfr wwTTwwflw inw" 

"til 4/ f#TWrA TTWT TOTW ^ ^ cRlIw" 

8. uPw ^#|TW ^ Rtt; fwRrwn 

1. TOW# wtw TOITO # (jl# wwfn;: — 

WT® 'j^oj i^?#(rTT of'-'isiTT frofro, tototot fw^w 

frofro WTO (jw+yfl ^'*ff I 

2. fwpww TOW# % ^fTOT *#5TrW #% # 

TOW# ( 41 ^ WW TJTTWTf TOT#W WTWWT % TOJWTO ## I 


TOTO# 


Wlo 

Tfo 

#ww 
ww wwww 

IRT 

pFm m4t 

ft##! 

1 

2 

3 

(i) iptwtrT 

, TlTo Too ; 321-1964 

(2) 


. Too Too ; 322-1952 

(3) wfiwiwr fiwf# . 

, Too Too ; 323-1959 

(^) 

TOTOWW fw^ ftwfro 

. \TTo Too ; 324-1959 

(s) 

toWtlFGt^# t# 

, Too Too : 1049-1957 


feroW — Wft TOT^TOT TOW# ^ TTOW 2 if fwfwfwiiW (+41 # 

wwww % i^fror i^^#^TT # wrww WTrotw wtwto Tttwr 
aiwT grfww f#w#iT it tow ir wfrwAw fw toto 

I TO ^it RPtoT W5#P' WW TOPJ TOWT fwfwwW 
frro TO#r TOW WW srffTw#T ^twr, w fw Tfw% wrow 3 
*r # ntWTO# wfwfe it wfiTrw fwfwrow #tt i 

9. WiIcT# ^ twin fwfwWTT 
1. WTOTW? 

1.1. w#T— TOW# tw#w #w wVjwpw fwwww# % wwwri; 

WW^ STTOTOT WTO wfwsipww % #T Wf^I# #W WTO# 4 #wtt 

t TOW ttw % fwTO!#iT ir WTwr wr# #w#t tr tototo ## wt 

itiit iw ww 4r<TO>< ' W WT ^#W^TW wRtWT# it WWrTWTW ifl WW it 
5T1TO # Wm# I W^ TW^WI ## TITO fwWTfiWTT 45)4 #W TTTOWW^ 
#TO TOT it ^ ?>fr I 

1 . 2 . fwwfrr fw#TOw wFwww.. sm wpifror wrwwi wPtwt % 

TOjwTw wtjto writ ww wto w^j Rtw #4 ww tow# #% 

# TOW# 4 # W^ TT^OT# 4t TO^’S'T # ^ I 

TOWT# 

WoTTo fwttWTlT wtlSTT 

(i) (wt) 15.5°15.5°t'o 0, 860 tr 0. 875 TOW 

(wr) 27° 27° ^'o ww 0. 850 tr 0. 865 WTT 

TO’tftlW WWTW 

(ii) TOTTWW W#W WW TOJ# % WWWT ftw TO^r 

ww TOT TOWWTW f#T ww (d'o 
WTf wfcwrw ww 1 WflTKId TTTO 
90 wfwwrw Ttw? fpTO WTO 
ifl #W ww TTTOW (tot toe) 
5° Wo TOftTWr W# #WT I 
WIJ W^ 137.0° to WTO 
145. 0° to #W ww #TO I 

(iii ) TO^tWTWW ww wfwfiiTTO Rtto 

1 00 fw# wftwwrw I 10 

tTO^Wf "E 7G0 fw# WTOW W WWWTW TOtw 10 ft# % 
froj 0 , 7 oto ww WTOTOW #TOT TOT); fWWTT TOtpT I 


136 G of 1/73—4, 
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2. !T«n ; 

2.1. — OTRlfV •ft 4!^ JTTtTTTT ^ % TT RTTlft 

^ ’pTURl % WfR ^T^'TT mffRf ^ ift ^THTift I •jaW-^ 

TTT irTT 4t% ^ ^TtnarfriTt Jirr h h ftiRT ^rnpir ; — 

( 1 ) WPTRf ^ IpT % f?TT^ 1ST 'ft TTTt TT 
TT STTIT fT'Tr 'Jlli'TT I 

(2) Rff >frr ITT^TT iftT ^ T^TT^ % fjTli rPTT 

if jmT % Ptt 5r4t moTT vt, 
TTT 3iTT ’ET^TT RTR# ipT 5WTT TRIfn: ^SfPT fw 
STTr^TT I 

( 3 ) !Tft TT 'EFT E^ifeip iipTEft •ITT STiftT 'JTTTT 

^ at 'TIT SPFTT H ITRT^ 'TTT'ft PP A? ^TTOTT % 
WtiT^ Tt TRETlft 'fr tTiTT T •frt I 

2 2. — wftT !TT WTHTT ^iftTT IPT ^ JTT f«FRTT 

ST^TT irtT tit TT t >113^ ft WT tt f<T^ : 

‘ nfn 'J'T ^1 ^ ill 4'M|' 

"mr, fwiKt asT ^ ETTT it ^ Tftrrr" 

10. fftruiR ftrifT (otto) ^ ftrtj 

1. TTTRTft Tftrfr RT fTCTTtir ^ ^ if ijtRt I 

fMrr j(Wt RT ^ffit fWOT 5fr TTift % ^ "JT OT ijt RTRt | I 

2. WitWHl : 

2.1. IWtTO — frfrtfar RTTOt «fTT ETTR 25"fo TT 1.5 

firtt Tpft it TOT JET TTift ifr 0.6 ftosft if fr% I 

2.2. RTOfr ^Wt?T tt ifWt I 

2.3. fTOta faftsTT TfcT^ jTTT lEr -j^iitfra amr Eriw ^ 
VIJUK aiJTT far TPt TT a«TT TT^ Ppri qT 6 1 Tift ift% 

•ft arrift Jf 4t at <i4«TTwt ^njro ift ^ i 


mrift 


iXio fqflqvil 

Ro 

XI^WT 

1 2 

3 

(i) ^i;^ % OTET qr vjTEtT (4) e qr 

ET 2 Tft 7, 2 niT xfTo) sfTT ^rOTnrqT 
HRiviff, njnOT 

99 

(ii) xniffT, srn:% xtott qr qfrvifl, xirutda' 


(it) firw .... 

1 

(W) 

13 

(iii) EffTTlTTO xnq%%T TTO qrp^, 511ET TTWlTr t 

qr^JrqTETjbTT 

(iv) ^rfwin Wt), ^ ^ tk , fw 

3 

(v) 'fro ^ % mHirqr, Iw 

TrfcpffTTflT , . . , 

to 


tfin=nfiTf%n ^ ffrif ttw : 

wrflOTT — Tiat if MiHift w 5 ErfaTO ata fraiTT trT 
fair Mifta irTO fairj o . 2 fsat tott ttt tTPa ( 0.1 tt) 
fTTI^ qa ftiatmatT ft aqr ^ T^ST^t tit aiff fl-f'TT I 

wWitr — 1 ^ HTT TTriTift ipr 1 fiNt qrat iitr 3 fartt 
fOj aTTyi^'-ftfrqr WIT f f'T’snrr it qrfat 1 ^qir 90 srfiTTO 
it?ftfT WTT 4 firat utT %IWT(T TTriT^T Rta ft 4 fTWTF^ 
'3tr Et^T RTf % Rl'i lyr Taa ^ttfa 1 OteTT i^TT Slfpjij I 

giTH M^ ^t n TTif — tTT EPtri aft Jr 1 0 faft tw "iTr 3rE:ET 
(Ein’ EJT Tfr •HT 94 . .3 it 9.^.5 afTTO TT) ftftrET lEltr 
RTT I ITT aT 'sft'Ta'* fT TTift jf af ftflRT I ia 

qttf •jt it afaar aift ^ar 1 

3 . Wiia — araft qSt ^ffa ara a> jq araiaf Jf ft 
inTEift arff aa aT ataa TitT arfar ara it aia q^a qt^" 1 
arara fr%- jffit at wa^n^Ttf ft m^t qr aa av^fla iw f it 
5[faa jftf it frf I 

[a'> 6( 3)/73-faofaoaaTfao#o] 
tnr 0 f o at “ 'flaaraT, ott afaa 

MINISTRY OF COMMERCE 
order 

New Delhi, the 16th, February 1974 

S, O. 450. — Whereas the Central Government is of opi- 
nion that in exercise of the powers conferred by section 6 of the 
Export (Quality Control and Inspection) Act, 1963 (22 of 1963), 
it IS necessary and expedient to amend the Notifications of the 
Government of India in the Ministry of Commerce No. S.O, 
1197 dated the 15th April, 1966, in the manner specified below 
for the development 01 the export trade of India; 

And whereas the Central Government has formulated the 
Proposals specified below for the said purpose and has forwarded 
the same to the Export Inspection Council as required by sub- 
rule (2) of rule 1 1 01 the Export (Quality Control and Inspection) 
Rules, 1964; 

Now, therefore, in pursuance of the said sub-rule, the Cen- 
tral Government hereby publishes the said proposals for the 
information of the public lilcely to be affected thereby. 

2. Notice is hereby given that any person desiring to for- 
ward any objection or suggestion with respect to the said pro- 
posals may forward the same within thirty days from the date of 
publication of this Order in the Official Gazette, to the Export 
Inspection Council, ‘World Trade Centre’, 14, TB, Ezra Street 
(7th floor), CaIcutta-1. 

PROPOSALS 

The notification of the Government of India in the Ministry 
of Commerce No. S.O. 1197, dated the 15th April, 1966 shall be 
ammended as follows, namely; — 

In the said notification, — 

1, in paragraph 1, — ■ 

(i) in sub-paragraph (!) for the word "Schedule”, the word 

and figure "Annexure I" shall be substituted; 

(ii) after sub-paragraph (3), the following sub-paragraph 
shall be inserted, namely; — ■ 

“(4) recognises the contractual specifications as 
agreed upon between the exporter and the foreign buyer 
subject to the minimum of specifications as laid down 
in Annexure II to this Order, as the standard specifi- 
cations for the organic chemicals.”; 
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2 . in the Schedule, for the word “Schedule”, the word and 
figure "Annexure 1" shall be substituted, and after the Schedule 
as 80 amended, the following Annexure shall be inserted, namely 

ANNEXURE 11 

1. Specification for Acetic Acid 

1, Grades : There shall be three grades of Acetic Acid, 
namely, technical, pure and analytical reagent grades. 

Z. Requireinents : 

2.1 Description: — The technical grade material .shall be 
pale straw In colour. It shall not be darker than a freshly pre- 
pared solution of potassium dichromate obtained by dissolving 

0.0030 gm. of pure potassium dichromate in 1000 ml. of water. 

The pure and analytical grade of the material shall be colour- 
less. 

2.2 The material shall comply with the requirements given 
in the Table below, when sampled and tested as per the standard 
procedure approved by Export Inspection Council. 

TABLE 


Requirement for 


11. Characteristic 

4o, 

Tech- 

nical 

grade 

Pure 

grade 

Analy- 

tical 

Re- 

agent 

grade 

1 2_ 

3 

4 

5 

(i) Solubility in water . 

— 

shall be 

No 



comp- 

turbi- 



letely 

dity 



misci- 

within 



ble 

one 




hour 

(ii) Acetic Acid content 

(CH3 



COOH), per cent by 

weight. 



Min. 

. 98.0 

99.5 

99.7 


(iii) Crystallizing point ’C, Mlii. — 15. 6 16 0 

Ov) Residue on evaporation, per cent 

by weight, Max. . 0.02 0.01 0,001 

(v) Chlorides (as Cll, ppm, Max. ,35 15 1 

(vi) Iron (as Fc), ppm, Max. . . — 2 1 

(vll) Sulphates (as SO 4 ), ppm, Max. . — — I 

(viii) Heavy metals (including iron) 

calculated as Pb, ppm. Max, , — — 2 

(ix) Formic acid (HCOOH), per cent 

by weight, Max. . . 0,35 0.15 — ■ 

(x) Acetal dehyde (CHj CHO), per 

cent by weight. Max. 0.15 0.05 — 

3. Packing and Marking fur export: 

(i) Packing; — The material shall be packed in suitable con- 

tainers as agreed to between the buyer and the exporter, 

(ii) Marking; — The containers of the Acetic Acid shall be 
securely closed and shall be suitably marked showing 
the weight, name and grade of the acetic acid and these 
shall also prominently display the words. 

“CORROSIVE— VAPOUR AND LIQUID DANGEROUS 
TO EYES” 

2. Specification for Hydroqulnone 

1. Gardes; There shall be two grades of Hydroquinone, 
namely, photographic and Technical grades. 

2. Requirements; 

2 . 1 For Photographic grade : 

2.1.1 Physical Appearance; — The material shall be shining 
white or creamish white needle shape crystals, free from dirt and 
other extraneous impurities. 

2.1.2 Appearance of solution: 

(a) Water: — A 5% solution in the distilled water should be 
clear colourless and free from extraneous impurities. 


(b) Dilute Acetic Acid: — 5°^ solution in the dilute acetic acid 
(1 ; 19) at room temperature shall give a clear and almost 
colomless or light straw coloured solution. 

2.2 For Technical Grade: The technical grade material 
shall be in the form of slightly brownish crystals, free from dirt 
and extraneous impurities. 

2.3 General: The material shall also comply with the re- 
quirements given in the Table below, when sampled and tested 
as per the standard proceditrc approved by the Export Inspection 
Council, 

TABLE 

Requirements of Hydroquinone 


SI. 

No. Characteristic 

Photogra- 
phic grade 

Techni- 

cal 

grade 

(i) Hydroquinone content, per cent 
by weight, Min. 

99.0 

97,5 

(ii) Melting point .... 

171 °C to 
175“C 

— 

(iii) Sulphated ash, per cent by weight, 
Max 

0.10 

0.75 

(iv) Sulphated (as SO 4 ), percent by 
weight. Max. , , . , 

0.075 

_ 

(v) Iron (as Fe), per cent by weight 
Max. ..... 

0.002 

0,01 


2.4 Packing : The material shall be packed in air-tight 
containers so as to protect the contents from light. 

3. Specification for Oxalic Acid, 

1. Grades ; There shall be two grades of the Oxalic Acid, 
namely, technical and analytical reagent. 

2. Requirements ; 

2.1 Description : — The material shall be in the form of 
colourless crystals and free from elBorescencc. When heated, 
it shall volatilize without charring, 

2.2 Solubility : — Dissolve 5.0 g. of the material in 50 ml. 
of warm water. A clear colourless solution shall be produced 
without sediment. 

2 3 The material shall also comply with the requiiements 
given in the Table below, when sampled and tested as per the 
standard procedure approved by the Export Inspection Coun- 
cil. 

TABLE 


Requirements for Oxalic 

Add 


Si CTli&ractoristic 

Requirements for 
grade 

No. 

Techni- 

cal 

Analyti- 
cal rea- 
gent 

1 2 

3 

4 

(i) Oxalic acid (COOH )2 2 H 2 O, per 
cent by weight, Min. . 

96.0 

99.8 

(ii) Sulphated ash, per cent by weight. 
Max. ..... 

0,5 

0.01 

(iii) Chlorides (as Cl), per cent by weight 

Max. 

0.1 

0.031 

(iv) Sulphates (as SO 4 ), per cent by 
weight. Max. .... 

0.1 

0.01 

(v) Heavy metals (as Pb), per cent by 
wei^t, Max 

^ 

0.0005 

(vi) Nitrogen compounds (as N), per 
cent by weight. Max. . 

. 

0.0001 

(vii) Iron (as Fe), per cerit by weight. 
Max. 

0.05 

0.0005 

(viii) Calcium (as Ca), per cent by weight 
Max. , . . 

. 

0.002 

(ix) Magnesium (as Mg), per cent by 
weight. Max 


0.003 
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[Part II- 


5. Specification for Benzene 


Specification for Naphthalene 

1. Grades : There shall be two grades of Naphthalene, 
namely. Grade I Naphthalene (pure) and Grade U Naphthalene 
(hotpressed ). 

2. Reqnlrements : 

2.1 Description : — Grade I material shall consist of prime 
white balls, blocks, fltdees or c^stalUne powder and shall be 
free from dirt or oily impurities. It shall not produce any 
stain in contact with woollen fabrics when tested as prescribed 
below. 

2.1.1 Wrap a small quantity of the material tightly in a 
piece of serge, and maintain it at 50°C± T C for 4 hours. Then 
examine the piece of serge for stains, if any. 

2.2 Grade II materiai may be obtained by hot pressing, 
centrifuging etc. It shaii be while to light brown in colour and 
shall consist of lumps, blocks or granules. The colour shall, 
however, be not darker than a solution of 20mg. of iodine and 
40rag. of potassium iodine in 100 ml. water. 

2.3 The mateial shall also comply with the requirements 
given in the Table below when sampled and tested as per the 
standard procedure approved by the Export Inspection Coun- 
cil. 

TABLE 

Requirements fur Naphthalene 


Requirement for Naphthalen® 

SI. Characteristic — — 

No. Grade I Grade II 

(i) Crystallizing point, ”C, Min- . . 79.4 7 8.5 

(ii) Moisture content, per cent by weight. 

Max 0.2 0.2 

(lii) Ash, per cent by weight. Max. 0.02 0.02 

(iv) Total Sulphur, per cent, by weight. 

Max — 0.20 

(v) Total Nitrogen content, per cent by 

weight. Max. . . . . — 0.02 


1 . Grades ; There shall be three grades of Benzene, name- 
ly; Grade 1, Grade II and Reagent Grade. 

1 . 2 Description The material shall be derived by suitable 
fractionation and refining by washing with acid or hydrorefin- 
ing of crude benozole recovered from the gas propuced by carbo- 
nization of coal in coke ovens and retorts or recovered as by 
product in petroleum refining or petrochemical operations. 
It shall be clear and free from suspended matter and undk- 
solved water. 

2. Requirements: 

2. 1 Grade I — ^Benzene, pure, use as raw material in the manu- 
facture of alkylated, nitrated and halogonated organic inter- 
mediates for the petrochemical, dyestuffs and fine chemical 
industries. 

2.2 Grade II — Benzene, ordinary (commercially known as 
benzole industrial Grade I) used as a chemical and solvent. 

2.3 Reagent Grade— The material shall be clear, colour- 
less liquid with characteristic odour, insoluble In water but 
completely miscible with absolute alcohol or ether, It shall 
be free from suspended matter. 

2.4 The material shall also comply with the requirements 
given in the Table below, when sampled and tested as per the 
standard procedure, approved by the Export Inspection Coun- 
cil. 


Table 


SI. 

No, 


Characteristic 


Requiiemcnt for 


Grade I 


(i) Specific gravity at 

(a) 15.5°/15.5“C 

(b) IVjlTC 
(ii) Distillation Range 


(iii) Residue on evaporation, mg/100 ml; Max 
iv) Total Sulphur, per cent by weight, Max. 

(v) Crystallizing point, Min- 

(vi) Thiophene (as sulphur), per cent by 

weight, Max. 


Grade 11 


Reagent grade 


0.887 to 0.884 
0.8 66 to 0.873 

The difference between the teni- 
peratiue (running points) at 
which 1 and 96 per cent of the 
volume taken have been coll- 
ected shall not exceed 0.6'’C 
This range shall include the 
temperature 80.1°C. 

5 

0.015 

5.2”C 

0.01 


0.872 to 0.882 

0.861 to 0.871 

The difference between the tem- 
perature (i unning points) at 
which 1 and 96 per cent of the 
volume taken have been coll- 
ected shall not exceed 1°C. 
This range shall include the 
temperature of 80. 1°C. 

5 

0.1 


0.871 to 0.873 

Not less than. 95 per 
cent shall distil 
over between 79,5’ 
• and 80.5°C. 


0.002 

Not less than 5°C. 
0.00025 


3. Packing and Marking : 

3 . 1 Packing — Tlie material shall be packed in amber- 
coloured glass or other suitable containers compatible with the 
properties of the material. The containers shall he dry, clean, 
free from any substance soluble in Benzene and leak proof. 
While sealing, the following precautions shall bo observed ; 

(1) Rubber stoppers or composition corks shall not be used 
for closing the contahiprs. 

(2) Each container shall ho protected by a cover of a suit- 
able impervious material over the stopper to keep away 
moisture and dust from the mouth oi the bottle and to 
protect it while being handled. 

(3) Sealing wax or other plastic material, if used, shall be 
applied in such a way that it does not contaminate the 
material when the containers are opened. 


3.2 Marking— The containojs of Benzene shall be securely 
closed and shall also prominantly display the words ; 

"HIGHLY FLAMMABLE LIQUID" 

“KEEP away FROM HEAT, SPARK AND OPEN FLAME” 

6. Specifications for Anthracene 

1. Requirements : 

1 . i Doscriptlon--Thc material shall be obtained from the 
suitable fraction of coal tar distillate. It shall he in the fcim of 
colourle.ss or blue violet fiourcscent a'ystallire solid, free fum 
sediment. 

1.2 The material shall conform to the requirements gi\en 
in the Tabic below, when sainplod and tested as per the standard 
procedure, approved by the Export Inspection Council. 
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TABLE 


SI, Characteristic Requirement 

No. 


(i) Molting point .... 213°C to 216. 2°C 

(it) Boiling point .... 340"C to 351 °C 


7. SpeclHcatlon for Toluene 

1. Grades : There shall be throe grades of Toluene, namely, 
pure INitratlon Grade), Reagent Grade and Industrial Sol- 
vent Grade. 

2. D eseriptloii : The material shall be derived from crude 
benzole recovered from the gas produced by coal carboni- 


zation or recovered as a by-product in petroleum refining and 
petro-chemical operations. 

2 . 1 Requirements : The material shall be clear and free from 
sediment, suspended matter and undissoKed water. 

2.1.2 Rengcnt Grade — The material shall be a clear colour- 
less liquid, with characteristic odour, insoluble in water but 
completely miscible with absolute alcohol or ether. It shall 
be free from suspended matter. 

2.1.3 Industrial Solvent Grade— The material shall bo clear 
and free from sediment, suspended matter and undissolved 
water. 

2.1.4 The material shall also comply with the requirements 
given in the Table below, when sampled and tested as per the 
standard procedure, approved by the Export Inspection Coun- 
cil. 


TABLE 


SI. 

Characteristic 

Pure (Nitr.ition) Grade 

Reagent Grade 

Industrial Solvent 

No. 



Grade 



3 

4 

5 


(i) Specific gravity at: 

(a) 15.5°/15.5'’C 0,870 to0.874 — 0.860to0.875 

(b) 27“/27‘’C 0.8S9to0.863 0,859 to 0.862 0.849 to0.864 


lii) Distillation range 


The difference between the tem- 
perature (running point) at 
which 1 and 96% of the vol- 
ume taken have been col- 
lected shall not exceed ©.b'C, 
This range shall include the 
temperature of 1 10' 5°C. 


Not less than 95% shall distil *(u) Upto 105“C 
over within 0,4'’C in the tern- 5 ml, l^x. and 
peraturo range of 1 10“C and 
1110''C. * (b) up to 120°C; 

90 ml., Min. 


(iii) Residue on evaporation mg/100 ml, Max, 5 


0.002 


10.00 


(iv) Total Sulphur, per cent by weight, Max. 0.1 


0.2 


♦The temperature being corrected for a pressure of 760 mm. Hg. 


3. Packing and Marking ; 

3.1 Packing — The material shall be packed in amber-coloured 
glass or other suitable containers compatible with the proper- 
ties of the material. While sealing, the following precaution 
shall be observed. 

(1) Rubber stoppers or composition corks shall not he used 
for closing the containers, 

(2) Each container shall be protected by a cover of a suit- 
able impervious material over the stopper to keep away 
moisturo and dust from the mouth of the bottle and to 
protect it while being handled. 

(3) Sealing wax or other plastic material, if used, shall be 
applied in such a way that it does not contaminate the 
material when the containers are opened. 

3.2 Marking — The containers of Toluene shall be securely 
closed and shall also prominently display the words — 

“HIGHLY FLAMMABLE LIQUID” 

“KEEP AWAY FROM HEAT, SPARKS AND OPEN 
FLAME" 


8, Specification for Ethyl Alcohol 

1. The material sliall be of five types, namely. Absolute 
alcohol. Power Alcohol, Rectified Spint, Ordinary denatured 
Spirit and Perfumery Grade Alcohol. 

2. The requirements for various types of ethyl alcohol shall 
be as per the relevant Indian Standard given in the Table below: 


TABLE 


SI. 

No. Type of the Ethyl Alcohol 

Relevant specification 
iussed by the Indian 
Standard Institutiou 

(1) (2) 

(3) 

(1) Absolute alcohol . 

. IS;321-1964 

t2) Power alcohol 

. IS:322-1952 

(3) Rectified Spirit . 

. 1S:323-1959 

(4) Ordinary denatured spirit 

. 1S:324-1959 

(5) Alcohol Pe,-fumery grade 

, 15:1049-1957 


Note: — If in respect of any typo of Ethyl Alcohol specified 
in column 2 of the above Table, there is any later version of the 
relevant specifications by the Indian Standard Institution, the 
specification applicable to such ethyl alcohol shall be the latest 
of such version and not the specifications mentioned in the 
correspondence entry in column 3 thereof. 

9. Specification for Xylene 

1. Requirements ; 

1 . 1 Description — The material shall be derived from crude 
benzole obtained by extraction of the gas produced from coal 
in coke ovens and retorts, by suitable fractionation and refining 
after the removal of benzole and toluolc or recovered as by- 
product in petroleum refining or petro-chemical operations. 
It shall be clear and free from suspended matter and undissolved 
water. 

1 .2 The material shall also comply with requirements given 
in the Tabic below, when sampled and tested as per the stan- 
dard procedure approved by the Fxpon Inspection Council. 
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TABLE 

SI. Characteristic Requirement 

No. 

(i) Specific gravity at ; 

(a) 15.5V15.5”C 0.860 to 0.873 

{b) IT lire 0.850 to 0.863 

(ii) Distillation range The difference between 

the temperature (running 
points) at which 

1 percent and 96 per cen* 
of the volume taken have 
collected shrll not exceed 
5°Cwhen the dried sam- 
ple is tested. This 
range shall be between 
l37.0°Cand M3.0°C. 

(iii) Residue on evaporation, mg/ 

100 ml, Max. 10* 


♦A temperatuic correction of 0.7°C for every 10 mm change 
of pressure from 760 mm of mercury shall be applied. 

2. Packing and marking 

2.1 Packlug: — The raaierial shall be packed in amber- 
coloured glass or other suitable containers compatible with the 
properties of the material. While sealing, the following pre- 
cautions shall be observed. 

(1) Rubber stoppers or compo.sition corks shall not be 
used for clo.sing the containers. 

(2) Each container shall be protected by a cover of a suit- 
able impervious material over the stopper to keep away moisture 
and dust from the mouth of the bottle and to protect it while 
being handled. 

(3) Sealing wax or other plastic material, if used, shall be 
applied in such a way (hat it does not contaminate the material 
when the containers are opened. 

2.2 Marking: — The container of Xylene .shah be securely 
closed and shall also prominently display the words ; 

"HIGHLY FLAMMABLE LIQUID" 

"KEEP away from HEAT, SPARKS AND OPEN FLAME’ ’ 

10. Specification lor Sodium Citrate tnon-pharmacopoeial.' 

1. Description— The malerial shall be in the form of colour- 
less crystals or white crystalline powder. It shall be anhydrous 
or may contain two molecules of water of crystallization. 

2, Requirements 

2.1 Solubility : One gram of dehydrated material shall be 
soluble in 1 .5 ml. of water at 25°C and in 0.6 ml of boiling 
water. 

2.2 The material shall be insoluble in alcohol. 

2.3 The malerial shall also conform to the requirements 
given in the Table below, when sampled and le.stcd as per (he 
standard procedure approved by the Export Inspection 
Council . 

TABLE 


SI. Characteristic Requirement 

No. 


1 2 3 


(i) Purity (Q;HjNa207, 2H2O) 99 

on dry ba.sis, per cent by 
weight, Min. 



(ii) Moisture, per cent by weight 

Max 

(a) Anhydrous 1 

(b) Dehydrate 13 

(iii) Alkalinity, ox-alate and 

substances, readily car- 

bonizablc ’Tp pass the test 

(iv) Arsenic (as As), on dry 

basis, mg/kg.. Max. 3 

(v) Lead (as pb), on dry basis. 

mg/kg.. Mux. 10 

•Test for : 

Alkalinity— A 5 per cent solution of the material in water 
is alkaline to litmus paper but after the addition of 0.2 ml of 
sulphuric acid (0.1 N) no pink colour shall be produced' by 
one drop of pbenolphthalcin. 

Oxalate— Dissolve one gram of the material in a mixture 
of 1 ml of water and 3 ml of dilute hydrochloric acid, Add to 
it 4 ml. of90 percent alcohol and 4 drops of calcium chloride 
solution. Allow to stand for one hour. The mixture shall 
remain clear. 

Readily carbonlsable substances — Take 10 ntl of sulphuric 
acid (94.5 to 95,5 per cent of H2SO4) in a test tube and add 
one gram of the material. Heal in a boiling water-bath 
per one hour. Not more than a pale brown colour shall be 
produced. 

3, Packing.— The material shall be securely packed in well- 
filled containers with minimum access to light and moisture. 
The containers shall be such as to preclude contamination of 
the contents with metals or other impuiities, 

[No. 6(3)/73.EI & EP] 
M, K.B. BHATNAGAR, Under Secy. 

26 1973 

^ ftbP nt? (1) W. 2647626 [''l-HI'b 

1«-8'1972 962 fffff 

ff»fT Wh H F jrfff) (2) 2647524 

18-8-1972 1318 TTPtf' 

jrfff fuiT NfffRtr fd-tiA'ff nfff) ^ 

tFTffr 1 

«?rT. air. dSl.—trM 'TR' tT"® 

vN" 3(77. 'ft', 'tftwffT ^ BTFriftT aprift- 

'TfJT 3r«(fri; ^ wtnrr qil 

THf-ftTP 77. (1) 2647526 7^ 962 (2) 2647524 

18-8-72 1318 TTqft 7#pr ipj I 

vil^ *t dl ^ ffiVrirt (TftRT- 

f?n3 3rraT7 tn erpftrff 'iW ^ ^ jt;?! 

niW Eft R^/3f7»iRW f[ if I 

3frft TffTRT FFT if TW tdllJTfo 7ftRT-^i;?1I 
ffihrarfWt ft 'TJftfrr ff# sriV vJtjTftjr 

ff# ’Nktt w f I 
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f 1 

if WTO ^ H H Tl ViTl If. 2647625 fT=Tr^ 18-8-72 WT 
2647524 RiTT^ lR-C-1972 ^ ^ 3lfl 

frfrifir frwT irfmf Fit ir?^ ^ 3Tf ^nf^r ^ uf 

^ ar^TjfrPtr irf?rnf ^ stpA 

I 

5n?'#n Vt ii;Fr iftin-i?^ ^ i^ WWi 

irf>mf ^ 567^ ^ I 

cfr. IT, 44/75292/11.3^. es/TOr/tiTr ?M-4 srr/?] 


^ Fi'Hj'TX) i^sq' finrT^, 

(Office of the Jt, Chief Controller of Iniporti and Exports) 

Bombay, 29th June, 1973 

SUB;- — Cancellation of licences Nos. (i) 2647525 dated 

18-8-1972 for Rs. 962 (Customs purpose copy and 
exchange control copy) (ii) 2647524 dated 18-2-1972 for 
Rs. 1318 (custom purpose ,and exchange control 
copy) issued to M/s. Jamnadas Ramkissandas & 
Co., Varanasi. 

S.O. 451. — M/a. Jamnadas Ramkissendas and Co., Vinwn- 
nath Lane, Varanasi have been granted licences Nos. (i) 
2647525 for Rs, 962 (ii) 2647524 dated 18-8-1972 for 
Rs. 1318 for import of ‘Ivory Unmanufactured viz. Baby 
tasks/Full tusks’ under the R.E.P. Scheme, 

They have applied for duplicate copies of the licences (both 
for customs purposes and exchange control copy) on the 
ground that the original licences have been lost/misplaced. 

It is further stated that the said original licence are not re- 
gistered with the Customs authorities and are not utilised. 

In support of their claim, the applicant have filed an afB- 
davits. 


I am satisfied that the original copies of customs purposes 
and exchange control copy of the licences No, 2647.525 dt. 

18- 8-1972 and 2647524 dated 18-8-1972 have been lost and 
direct that the duplicate copies of the licences should be 
Issued to the applicant firm. 

The original custom purposes and exchange control purposes 
copies of the licence are cancelled. 

[File No. 44/75292/A,T. 69/L/SCV,l 

D, D’SOUZA, Dy Chief Controller 
for Jt. Chief Controller 

^ f'Tvvf, 17 amw, 1973 

aiT. 452.'^fr^sfi' tiTp. tTORTT, n/s, ^ 

yyfi ^ ^ fvftj TOFt/ ^ wl^95( IT? 

^ 'hfefnlW ifffVr ^ SfNRT fW 10,000 

(I^ anw vlT^lfR R, 'ft/(i7T/l7 17569 ffTTO 

19- 8-72 EtftYR lUn lilT 1 ^ 

(iftin-!f^ rrt ii^ f if niid 

ffr!) Rfrart tr hieth tf foiiT if 

1 ^;^ utfuii tfnsrf if aiPT rr 3iTf| fre^3er 

wurfr ^ iViT (f b'cR ^ i 


2. frsRor Riuf^ if 3 fpts}^' f anRiR 

frRR FVT fWWV 1973-74 ^ 9)‘Tf ^ 

320 ^ aiRfiTfr RNT RW gifmr f(!FT ^ 1 

if ^ fj! TTtfRT FTFlRfr i[;R ifflRT ^mFf 
if afPT eur snf ^ WT o^ir ^ f" i 

3 . aiumr fiRtipir an^, i 9 S 5 T- 12-1066 ^ tinr 

9 (if if) arofiTR iff fvTq STTTr affwwft ^ lEifiT ^ 
if i[;R RTflfR (iflilT-^lpfaf; tRxftfflf flNT ^ frfTRR 
froro Tfrf vfnrt) trt FFf tR sirfifr tft ^ 1 
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TOPf*iT3rf if au^iTO au^fVfi ffmf (ffirr-^IE^ sFifiwfi' 
RMT flffiTR fif^or Tff Rfmf) 3nff ff 311 Tiff 

[iroiT (iR/'f/iTfr-29/nR/ii nR. 72/(1 Rj. ip/f/ffTOni/lSlO] 


CANCELLATION ORDER 
New Delhi, the 17th August, 1973 

S.O. 452. — M/s. Shree S.L. Prukashan, A/5, Mayapurl, 
New Delhi-27 were granted an import licence No, P/S/ 
1717569 dated 19-8-1972 for Rs. 10,000 for U.'K. for 
Import of Rubber Blankets and Photographic Negatives 
excluding X-Ray films. They have applied for 

Issue of duplicate copies (both Custom purpose & 
F.xchange Control purposes) of the said licence on the ground 
that the original copies thereof have been lost as a result of 
fire in the factory without having been utilised at all, 

2. The applicant has filed an affidavit in support of the 

above statement as required under para 320 of Import Trade 
Conrol Hand Book of Rules & Procedure, 1973-74. 1 am 

satisfied that the original copies of the said licence have been 
lost as a result of fire in his factory, 

3. In exercise of the powers conferred on me under Section 
9(cc) of Import Control Order, 1955 dt. 7-12-1955, I order 
the cancellation of the original licence (both Custom purpose 
& Exchange Control purposes copies). 

4. The applicant is now being issued duplicate copies (both 
Custom & Exchange Control purposes copies) of the aforesaid 
licence in accordance with the provision of para 320(4) of 
the Import Trade Control Hand Book of Rules & Procedure, 
1973-74. 

[File No. NP/S. 29/N/AM. 72/AU. UT/CLA/15131 
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3177. vfl7, 'll, 

"pt H'7i;«W JES^T 

CANCELLATION ORDER 

S.O. 453. — M/s. Surest] E'ootwcar, 855'H, Bapa Naflar, 

Karol Bagh, New DclhL5 were granted two import licences No. 
P/S/1776828 and P/S/1776829 both dt. 24-5-72 for Rs. 5000 
each for import of Leather Splits and Chrome Split.s. They 
have applied for issue of duplicate Custom purposes copies of 
the said licences on (he ground that the original Custom pur- 
poses copies have been misplaced /lost without having been 
registered with any Custom House and unutilised at all. 

2. The applicant has filed an affidavit on stamped paper in 
support of their contention as required under para 320 of 
I.T.C. Hand Book of Rules & Procedure, 1973-74. I am 
satisfied that the original Custom purposes copies of the said 
licences have been lost/misplaced. 

3. In exercise of the powers conferred on me under Section 
9(cc) of Import Trade Conliol Order, 1955 dated 7-12-1955 
as amended uptodate, I order the cancellation of the Custom 
purposes copies of licences Nos. P/S/1776828 and P/S/ 

1776829 both dated 24-5-72. 

4. The applicant is now being issued duplicate custom pur- 
poses copies of the aforesaid licences in accordance with the 
provision of para 320(4) of the I.T.C. Hand Book of Rules 
& Procedure, 1973-74, 

[File No. P/S, 84/N/AM. 72/AU. UT/CLA/15551 

K. R, DHEER, 

Dy. Chief Controller 
for Jt. Chief Controller 
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[ftRTTT, 1/243/71 /E 

ORDER 

Bombay, the 29th August, 1973 

S.O. 454. — Licences Nos. P/S/1710661. (2) P/S/1710662 
and (3) P /S/1710663 all dt. 1-9-71 of the value of Rs. 26950. 
(2) Rs, 13,475 and Rs. 13,475 for import of Aromatic Chemi- 
cals excluding banned /restricted item vide App. 28 of the AM- 
1972 Policy Book, Bismuth, Ciove oil, Coriander oil were 
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issued to M/s. Expo Pharma, Indore, M.P. subject to the con- 
ditions as under ; — 

“This licence is issued subject to the condition that all 
items of goods imported under it shall l-)c used only 
in the licence holder’s factory at the address shown 
in the application against which the licence is issued 
and for the purpose for which the licence is issued or 
may be processed in the factory of another manu- 
facturing unit, but no portion thereof shall be sold to 
any other party or utilised or permitted to be used 
in any other manner. The goods so processed in 
another factory shall, however, be utilised in the 
manufacturing processes undertaken by the licensee. 
The licensee shall maintain a proper account of con- 
sumption and utilisation of the goods imported against 
the licence in the prescribed manner and produce 
such account to the licensing authority, sponsoring 
authority, or any other authority concerned, within 
such time as may be specified by such authority.” 

2. Thereafter, a show cause notice No. 1/243/71/AU/Enf. 
dated 12-2-1972 was issued asking them to show cause within 
15 days as to why the said licences in their favour should not 
be cancelled on the ground that those licenses have been ob- 
tained by them by misrepresentation in terms of Clause 9, 
sub-clause (cc). 

3. In response to the aforesaid show cause notice. M/s. 
Expro Pharma, Indore, M. P. had. by their letter dt. 13-2-1972 
furnished a detailed explanation stating briefly that they had 
not obtained import licences by misrepresentation of the fact 
of installation of the machinery in the factory, but due to delay 
in issuing import licences they had not purchased the proposed 
machinery and subsequently dropped the idea of purchasing the 
proposed machinery and surrendered unutilised licences for 
cancellation. They had also asked for personal hearinji with 
the undersigned which was allowed to their representative on 
12-12-1972. In their said reply and at the time of personal 
hearing, the representative confirmed the explanation in their 
letter dated 13-12-1972. 

4. The undersigned has carefully examined the said repre- 
sentation and has come to the conclusion that the licences 
will not serve the purpose for which those have been issued. 

5. Having regard to what has been stated in the preceding 
paragraph, the undersigned is satisfied that the licences in 
question should be cancelled or otherwise rendered ineffective. 
Therefore, the undersigned, in exercise of the powers vested 
in him under Clause 9, sub-clause fee) of the Imcorts (Con- 
trol) Order, 1955 hereby cancel the licences Nos. P/S/1710661, 
P/S/1710662 and P/S/1710663 all dated 1-9-1971 for Rs. 
26,950/-, Rs. 13.475/- and Rs. 13,475/- respectively issued In 
favour of M/s, Expo Pharma, Indore. 

[No, 1/243 /71/AU/Enf.l 
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RR MfM 10-11-1072 tf* Rff qw y ^ R KT RIFRT if | 

[FT. l/oBAs/arnf 4x qFr/?FR5/3144-314B] 
rtt. Frt. RR^, RR-F^ MMp 
ORDER 

Bombay, the 4th December, 1973 

S.O. 455.~Llcenc« Nos. P/S/8232768/C/XX/45/B/33-34 
and P/S/8232769 /R/ML/45/B/33-34 both dt. 16-11-72 of 
the value of Rs. 5,000/- each for import of M.S. Sheet 
cuttings and defective sheqts in straight len^s or In coUs 
excluding all coated sheet cuttings and defectives were issued 
to M/s. Eko Steel Traders, 1/2, Subhash Road, Indore, M.P. 
subject to the conditions as under : 

“This licence is issued subject to the condition that all 
Items of goo^ imported under it, shall be used 
only In the licence holder’s factory, at the address 
shown in the application against which the hcence 
la Issued; and for the purpose for which the licence 
is issued or may be processed in the factory or 
another manufacturing unit, but no pai^n thereof 
shall be sold to any other party utfliiied or per- 
mitted to be utUls^ in any otlHc manner. The 
goods so processed in another Actary shall, how- 
ever be utilised in the manufactoriaj processes un- 
dertaken by the licensee. The Uccnsec shall maintain 
a proper account of consumption and utilisation of 
the goods imported against the licence in the pres- 
cribed manner and produce such account to the 
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spomoring authority or any other concerned autho- 
rity within such time as may be specified by such 
authority”. 

2. Thereafter, a show cause notice No. l/9.^/73/I&S/Enf/ 
2523 dated 13-9-1973 was issued asking them to show cause 
within 15 days as to why the said licences in their favour 
should not be cancelled on the ground that the licences have 
been obtained by misrepresenting and that the licences will 
not serve the purpose for which they have been Issued In 
terms of Clause 9, sub-clause (a) and (cc). 

3. The said show cause notice which was issued at their 
new address, viz : M/s. Eko Steel Traders, 76 Malharpalton, 
Indore has been returned undelivered by the postal authorities 
with remarks "Not Known". 

4. The undersigned has carefully examined the case and 
has come to the conclusion that the import licences will not 
serve the purpose for which they have been issued and that 
the Import licences have been obtained by misrepresentation. 

5. Having regard to what has been stated In the preceding 
paragraph, the undersigned Is satisfied that the licences in 
question should be cancelled or otherwise rendered inelTcc- 
ttve. "nierefore, the undersigned, in exercise of the powers 
vested in him under Clause 9, sub-clause fa) and fee) of the 
Imports fControl) Order, 1955 hereby cancel the licences 
Nos. P/S/8232768/C/XX/45/B/33-34 and P/S/8232769/ 
R/ML/45/B/33-34 both dated 16-11-1972 for Rs. 5,000/- 
each issued in favour of M/s. Eko Steel Traders, 1/2, 
Subhash Road, Indore, M.P. 

[No. 1/95/73 /I&S/Enf./3144-3145I 
B. C- BANERIEE, Dy. Chief Controller 


^ frwfr, 13 1073 

WT, 486.— tfS vT 

P?r., WT?T m, 3ritV-JiT^ 1970 ^ 

^ ^.-1 ^ dhhiiw 24 

7^ TINT 1970 ^ eo. 2 

7ns4T 140 'nf-1 4 jf u ir tidl * 

HU'S,’* ^ 7 ^ q? Pht) looitn 

7i. 'TT anxfRr TT. 'ft/crfr/2802247M 

16-10-00 ^ «IT I amjKT ?T7fnu| 

[Wt 7W iVn?T[''n 1973-74 ■h'?e ~ q, | 320 

epiTiftr ipin ^ sninr tt ^ifTsrvr f 

*r7miT W <ft/trvr/2602247/7ft 

16-10-09 7^^ 100167 73 . qs? Tfhn^ iriV at 

anWRW rt ^ I d-rfW 31Ft 37^ 75“ 7^ TfW- 

^ iTfir ^r'ifTr^r q-^i^V ^nrrf 

»tt arft 83780 77. rPn faq g^mt^T qnt fsTTi 

it* I anr ^7:71^ ^ anifti; 10387 77. q? 

7fhTT-!n;5q; sfrrifwtt feid aniy-Hr Fspqr f 1 

3. jf ir; qtt ^ iTTiftMt Tjf 

n?^/31T«lPTW (ft ![“ I 

3. 31^ ‘4714 4vr BTfitttnr amim sqpm 3n^, 

1966 7-12-58 HITT 9 (Tft) 45 3l4frra' RW adV- 

4rpd U7T TTVhr m d 47(44 «I^7Th TT. 'ft/ir5r/20O2247M/ 
] 001 67 77. ’T t l Tjft/i t t fi HfTT Rl^) 411 RRf- 

TTT7T fv«7r 5041 if* 1 


4. 374^5 4rt arr 30414 «4NT7 ^444 44T 

f«rhr 1973-74 qd (TrtWr 320 ^ =44WT3rf ^ 

^ STRfo; 10387 77 . faR 31d,?4tq 7^- 

wHf iTf4 3m4' it soft Vt 50 ^ I 

C4B4T: 4rr44--8/i) 3t-69/T4 ift/oM 'Tfl' ^3/4868] 


ORDER 

New Delhi, the 13th December, 1973 

S.O. 456. — M/s. Delhi Cloth & General Mills Co. Ltd., 
Bara Hindu Rao, Delhi, were granted Import Licence 
No, P/L/2602247/C dated 16-10-69 for Rs, 1,00,167 for 
import of Coaltar Dyes/Permissible varieties as per App. 
24 of Red Book Vol, I of AM. 70 Period/and Chemicals, 
these mentioned in Col. 4 against Group No. 1 page 140 
of Red Book Vol. II of A M. 70 Pd, Except sodium nitrite. 
They have filed an affidavit as required under para 320 
of Import Trade Control Hand Book of Rules & Procedure 
1973-74 wherein they have stated that Customs Purposes 
Copy of Licence No. 12602241 dated 16-10-69 for 
Rs. 1,00,167 has been lost/misplaced. They have further 
stated that the original custom purposes copy registered with 
Bombay Customs House has been utilised upto Rs. 83,780. 
They have requested for issue of dimlicate Customs Pur- 
poses Copy for the balance value of Rs. 16,387 only, 

2. I am satisfied that the Customs Purposes copy of the 
»ald licence have been lost/misplaced. 

3. In exercise the powers conferred on me under subject 
clause 9fC) in the Import Trade Control Order 1955 dated 
7-12-55 ns amended upto date, the said licence No. P/L/ 
2602247/C dated 16-10-69 for Rs. 1,00,167 fCustoms Pur- 
poses Copy only) is hereby cancelled. 

4. The m)plicBnt is now being Issued a duplicate Customs 
Purposes Copy of the licence for the balance value of 
Rs, 16,387 in accordance with the provisions of para 320 
of Import Trade Contiol Hand Book of Rules and Procedure, 
1973-74. 

[F. No. COTTON-8/AJ-69/SC/V/CLA,/4868] 
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17^/37747474 ?i 4^ ^ I 

3, 37^4774 44T 7747^477 3774177 5474R ^4444 311^47, 

1965 7-12-66 45^ 4777 0 (ift) 4^ 3r77fi777 4T77 37ftr' 

qrtrf 457 44f77 44 847^477 fligtlV 77. 'fl'/7^/?fi227'}5 7^ 
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334799 7=!. sirf Tf1| 

^^TTir 'll TO I ^ \ 

4. 'frt m atrm '^ntm f^rriT ttvt 

Wtr 1973-74 ^ grfr!?7T 320 'T!^ suTTWrarf ^ ap^ 

lih" arurf^i; 252931 ^^rpf- 

iriV arePT # aiT?^ 'f/t an if I 

[tt. 'nren-isM qir/7i/t?T q^r. t3/49n] 

ORDER 

S.O. 457 — M/s. Delhi Cloth and General Mills Co. I.tJ. 
Bara Hindu Rao, Delhi were granted import licence No. 
P/L/2622745/C dated 26-10-71 for Rs. 3,34,799 for import 
of Coaltar Dyes Permissible varities as per Appx. 24 of 
Vol. T of AM. 72 and other items as per list attached, 
They have filed an affidavit as required under para 320 
of Import Trade Control Hand Book of Rules and Procedure, 
1973-74 wherein they have stated that Customs Purposes 
Copy of Licence No. P/L/2fi22745/C dated 26-10-71 for 
Rs. 3,34,799 has been lost/misplaced. They have further 
stated that the original custom purposes copy ragistered with 
Bombay Customs House has been utilised up to Rs. 81,868 
they have requested for issue of duplicate Customs Purposes 
Copy for the balance value of Rs. 2,52,931. 

2. I am satisfied that the Customs Purposes copy of the 
said licence have been lost/misplaced. 

3. In exercise the powers conferred on me under subject 
Clause 9(c) in the Import Trade Control order 1955 dated 
7-12-1955 as amended iipto date, the said licence No, P/f../ 
2622745/C for Rs. 3.34,799 (Customs Purposes Copy only) 
is hereby cancelled. 

4. The applicant is now being issued a duplicate Customs 
Purposes copy of the licence for the balance value of 
Rs. 2,52,931 in accordance with the provisions of para 320 
of Import Trade Control Hand Book of Rules and Procedure, 
1973-74. 

[E. No. C0TT0N/1'57JM/71/SC.-V/CLA/4911] 

OT. 458.— frvvfr Ts 

?fr, WT?T TIT, Tt 1971 tV^ "f. 

TT.-l lift fsiiss 24 ^ fTTT T t frlBH tW 

T«(T TfvlJd ^ appiR 3r?T Trl" ^ anw ffni 3,38,845 
75. TT tr^i aiTTM T. 'ft/>7Tr/2620524/Efr 

23-4-71 ipiT TT I afTTlT *TP7T7 

IVW fTTT fVtnMtl- 1973-74 ^ TiVn 320 

TtlT apft^ t^ iflWTT ^061 tmi ^ 

TOTT f fr T. 'ft/W2620524/7ft 

23-4-71 7i;fT 338845 75T5^ tPt TSlf 

T^/anEMHW ^ 1 aipf sfrim ^ 

ttfr TfiVr-tJTfT TTTfTTT 

V 7T^ “ft atfr 168369 75. dTl ^ Tflt? TT fjfTT 

TTT ^ I 

aiT THjW irfr 7^ arnff^ 170476 75 , ^ aH^Pwtr 

qj fiSTC iVqr f 1 

trfr awTr arpuiffipir 1 

3. a tfqdd T»IT TRltt^TT aiTTTT ^TFTT7 ^TTTrtr afT^, 

1955 7-12-55 OT7T 9 (4) ^ aF?fTT RTT ^itv- 

qnri TT TtIt TT vfTfTTT T. xfi-/tr5i-/2620524/7ff' 


TfiW 338846 75. ( 4ftH Tt; i,Wi nffT TTT) qff 

7^ IV^IT OTTT if I 

4. an^TT! qrf STT atmiTr tHinTT ^refTw ^ 

MV ^V»5q; 1973-74 320 sqTF4T3ff ^ an^ 

5fT 7^ arvfTi; 170476 75, fH77 3r^6i?9' Tfirr-t;^ qr^f- 

RT# TtfcT amr Tf amfl qff an ttO ^ 1 

[rw: TTar-is/ait Tft/sTff tTsr 15/4997] 


ORDER 

S.O. 458. — M/s. Delhi Cloth and General Mills Co. Ltd., 
Bara Hindu Rao, Delhi, were granted import L. No, P/L/ 
2620524/C dated 23-4-71 for Rs. 3,38,845 for import of 
Coallur Dyes /Permissible Varieties as per Appx. 24 of 
Vol. I of AM-71 Red Book and other items as per list 
attached. They have filed an affidavit as required under 
para 320 of import Trade Control Hand Book of Rules and 
procedure, 1973-74 wherein they have stated that Customs 
Purposes Copy of licence No. P/L/2620524/C dated 23-4-71 
for Rs. 3,38,845 has been lost /misplaced. They have fur- 
ther stated that the original Customs Purposes Copy Regis- 
tered with Bombay Customs House has been utilised upto 
Rs. 1,68,369. Now they have requested for issue of dupli- 
cate Customs Purposes Copy for the balance value of 
Rs. 1.70,476. 

2. I am satisfied that the Customs Purposes copy of the 
said licence have been lost or misplaced. 

3. In exorcise the powers conferred on me under subject 
Clause 9(c) in the Import Trade Control Order 1955 dated 
7-12-1955 as amended uptodate, the said licence No. P/L/ 
2620524/C for Rs. 3,38,845 (Custom Purposes Copy only) 
is hereby cancelled. 

4. The applicant is now being issued a duplicate Customs 
Purposes Copy of the licence for the balance value of 
Rs. 1,70,476 in accordance with the provisions of para 320 
of Import Trade Control Hand Book of Rules and Proce- 
dure, 1973-74. 

[No. COTTON- 1 8 /OD-70 /SC/ V-CLA /4997] 

wfqi 

TT. «r. 459.— RxWt TRTT tfs 

fV., hiifi Tier, tiq, Vq evO q>f snjV-TnV 1970 t'e q? 

qr.-l 24 ^ RttsTIR qrt gf; q^ 7 

Mr TfRRTT TRT TIRrM ‘4 31FTTT ^ 

1,48,736 75. qrr ^ 3ITRTT R, 'ft/t7R/2603734/7ft Mtt 

26-1T69 MrT ttRT RT I anTTr aRTTTT fRTW 

Mtr rrt MrtMV ifM^r, 1973-74 ^ qrfrqrr 320 q? 

SIRTTfr RRT trq; ifiTR TT MtT f 

WRirr ^ R. tfr/^''2602734/7fr 25-1 ]-69 

7^;^ 148738 75. qi^ l/i*0'!(|,6q> tM tV Ti^-'aiWPIW 

8^ 745^ ^ I ru Trj R-g TRm ^ fqi t:flui-<([vqi qrrtf- 
TTTtit rM TPq^ tfjTTR^W- qilRfHR 7f Rtifiip' q5tl^ R^ 
xft ^ 1,00,990 75. TT M TRTT RTRiR »T Mo TTRl 
if I 

STT, d-cW tik 7^ apdfr; 47,743 75. q^ 

7fi BH(i,W5 qrrkfr# rM q^ 3R^7tw Mm ^ 1 

2. R ' WRj'ri k k TTT RT^rtR k qiTTfRTtft 

rM st R^/anmR7R cf" ^ I 

3. diffldH Rm RRitMi ^rrmr ritrtt Mrmir ^rik'', 
1955 MrTT: 7-12-55. HTTT 0 (Tfl) StMiR RTR ^tM- 
RRct qn ttrIr rtr R. ktTR''2602734/ift 
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148738 jrfrT sfrt 

5^T7T < ^ f^'ll -JiiSf ^ I 

aw 3IWW wnrr hnsfw ^rvr fw- 

Mtr ifV^ 1973'74 ^ 320 ^ 'RTTWart ^ awjgT? 

aiWi:^ 47748 77, ^ ap^Mq- 

iriVr araw 7^ aiWl an ii“ 1 

cnOTT: nn5W-2^# tTw-eo/iTTr tjw 5/49541 

5. 5?r. ^7711, 3 W-h,< 3<) fnnT*? 

ORDER 

S.O. 459. — M/s. Delhi Cloth and General Mills Co. Ltd., 
Bara Hindu Rao, Delhi, were granted Import Licence No. 
P/L/2602734/C dated 25-11-.69 for Rs. 1,48,738 for import 
of Coaltar Dyes permissible varities as per Appx. 24 of 
Vol, I Red Book of AM-70 and Chemicals excluding Sodium 
Nitrite. They have filed an affidavit as required under para. 
320 of Import Trade Control Hand Book of Rules and Pro- 
cedure, 1973-74 wherein they have stated that Customs Pur- 
poses Copy of licence No. P/L/2602734/C dated 25-11-69 
for Rs. 1,48,738 has been lost /misplaced. They have fur- 
ther stated that the original Custom Purpose Copy Registered 
with Bombay Customs House has been utilised upto 
Rs. 1,00,990. Now they have requested for issue of dupli- 
cate Customs Purposes Copy for the balance value of 
Rs. 47,748. 

I am satisfied that Customs Purposes Copy of the said 
licence has been lost/or misplaced. 

In exercise the powers conferred on me under subject 
Clause 9(c) in the Import Trade Control Order 1955 dated 
7-12-55 as amended upto date the said licence No. P/L/ 
2602734/C dated 25-11-69 for Rs. 1,48,738 (Custom Pur- 
poses Copy only) is hereby cancelled. 

The applicant is now being issued a dupUcafe Customs 
Purposes Copy of the licence for the balance value of 
Rs. 47,748 in accordance with the provisions of para 320 
of Import Trade Control Hand Book of Rules and Proce- 
dure, 1973-74. 

[No. COTTON-2/JM-69 /SC-V/CLA /4954] 

A. L. BHALLA, Dy. Chief Controller, 
for It. Chief Controller. 


(7JW ^ •mfnnr) 

^ 4 1974 

air. 480.— qr fV., 
’T8W fwEHTT 11,50,000 75. qtT fpi; 3TWTrr RW 

'ftW2064880/ir^r^3n^ 'f^/4S/tTW/29-30, P<nf«p 1-1-1973 
iVw nw »iT I myrtir 

tpn Vq?H7fH ?Hq-5rq irtfi antm tn fVm 

^ twT MqwR trytr 
qi m 'DtttfTT q!TT5 fqw aiiV d wi dtHjfq fqns 

fVn ^ at irf is“ i bV q? THTtfq- 

antfr^ 4 tjq; qii'aff ^ i 

JT^ s;r HTTfffr qfl 

TTV ^Hfspjr qfn- at ^ ^ I ^ (? qqqui ) 

an^, 1955 7-12-1955 *8^ dW-lTITT 9 (ift ifr) ^ 

arrrfrrfr rw ^ Rqfrr qw 5?<w n q ?^- 

T'dTiPfq qr qrf fVq m? 


[Part II-— 

«1? <-!“«■ WSW: 'ft/7ft^20e48eo/5Tr/3fT¥‘ ^/45/rrvr 29-30, 

f<nfqj 1-1-1973 qit srrai f i 

2. iJW ^TTft-lV ^ fqfBW i'qqqui triVr 

araw # amfl q;^ 511 ^ 1 

CRW: 5ft-3/8(32)/70-7l/361]J 

5^1. 5. 3(M-, PB^niqi 

(Office of the Chief Controller of Imports A Exports) 
ORDER 

New Delhi, the 4th February, 1974 

S.O. 460. — M /s, Elecon Engineering Co, Ltd. Vallabh 
Vidyatagar were granted an import licence No. P /C/2064880/ 
S/1B/45/H/29-30 dated 1-1-1973 for Rs, 11,50,000, They 
have applied for the issue of a duplicate Exchange Control 
purposes copy of the said licence on the ground that the 
original Exchange Control purpose copy has been lost /mis- 
placed without having been registered with any Customs 
authorities and utilised at all. In support of this contention, 
the applicant has filed an affidavit. 

I am accordingly satisfied that the original Exchange 
Control purpose copy of the said licence has been lost. 
Therefore in exercise of the powers conferred under Sub- 
clause 9(cc) of the Imports (Control) Order 1955 dated 7th 
December, 1955 as amended, the said licence No. P/C/ 
2064880/S/IB/45/H/29-30 dated 1-1-1973, issued to M/s. 
Elecon Engineering Co, Ltd., Vallabh Vldyanagar is hereby 
cancelled. 

2. A duplicate Exchange Control purpose copy of the 
said licence is being issued separately to the licensee. 

[No. CG. m/8(32)/70-71/3611] 

S. A. SESHAN, Dy, Chief Controller 

-1 li fq 1 tpr 'I <1, 1974 

qrr. w. lei.— bIw f^-., »rwf^ 

ThM’ ^ srW'flT 4,50,000 ITTr) qrr 5^ MrsUB 
1375254 frwq! 22-11-72 

qre^ RM qJ aiHmr q? rw Prirt »HTr ir i 
RUt-l'n tftRiqjW! Pnqii# irtn" qs^ ajrrt q^^f qi Pw3 

CR anwr RT ansM" PqtRT ir' Pqj ^ft*TrtEW( 

Pqquift rPr ^ftRii( ! ,vqi qrmfe^r, qrwif^ ^ cRftfTr Rsipf q! rit 

aift 20,087 ?3Rvf qjq- ^ 4,23,913 T!T?f qR 

g qq tTT qsr^ rw at rf* i 

anr4 nqi^ ri imsfR if afWipirP 4 ijqi rtrr rr riP«h Pwt 
f I ^ Pqi qiPvrr rnirfe' amfW; 

1375254 PtRW 22-11-72 P^RM+fl RpIT at 

n?' ^ aiiV Pr^rt <^711^?^ piVt ar^PwpR tr/J qs^ aiEft 
rtPitr I ^ 3ftRT-?5w; Pqqwft rPr qfl 

f I 

511^^ qfl Prrr^ RpiT Rfl 3^ 

3in^ q!^ 5IT if I 

[R. ?ft 58 (3) 15. W, 73/afT7 (JR. 3/l909] 
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ORDER 

New Delhi, the 1st February, 1974 

S.O. 461 ^M/s. Boehringer — Knoll Limited, Bombay, were 

granted a licence bearing No. P/p/1375254 dated 22-11-1972 
under West German Credit for import of raw materials as 
per list attached to it valued at Rs. 4,50,000/-. They have 
requested this office for the issue of duplicate Customs copy 
of the said licence on the ground that the original Customs 
copy of the licence has been lost after having been registered 
with the Bombay Custom House and after having been 
utilised for a value of Bs. 4,23,913/- leaving a balance of 
Rs. 26,087/-. 

2. In support of their contention the applicant have filed 
an affidavit. The undersigned is satisfied that the original 
Custom copy of the licence referred to viz. No. P/D/ 1375254 
dated 22-11-1972 has been lost and directs that duplicate 
Custom copy of the licence should be issued. The original 
Custom copy is hereby cancelled. 

3. The duplicate Customs copy of the licence is being 
issued separately. 

[Ref, No. Ch/B-58(3)/A.M. 73/R.M. 3/1909] 

anVv 

tlTT. W. 462.-^M tiV: ITT. hi., 

tpfr ^ ^ 40 ,ooo t;. qn 

'f^M/2189323, 23'5-73 

qrnfimfi' irffi ffpi ?Tr amm ti ^ iffur- 

^efRsftfi' srffi- Bit tnf /aWHBT Rif ^ I aTPt 

^ RtiT ftp fqRRnfffir frfir Trpqtjr f<?n3 

^ at Tto/uWRW rptIT if 3Tft git feprft tft 

BWfll tlTW TsfiTfcT R# 'PT4TRT RRT *0 I 

2. arent fitp' tf tf" arrtf^Tp rt >fiwrsr tjifaw 

fiTRi 1 1 aititfiTfrryit Ripsg ig'* ftp rmts 'ftM/ 

2189323, 23-5-72 tft nftf 

Ht nf'/arpmRW nt ^ fq^ ^ ftp ^ 

RT g ti'R «lit an^fwfr iftRltfi/rli qffT ^ Vt 

^ ^itw > cTTintTr qst R;?! tf^Rl^Jetp nfir 

^ ^ ff I 

CRWT: ifl tr^/irR-110(2)/t] ttTr-72/^ trR-3''l911] 

307. «!? ok, fdoktt;, 

ORDER 

S.O. 462. — M/s. Mac Laboratories Pvt. Ltd., Bombay, were 
granted licence No. P/D/2189323 dated 23-5-1972 for the 
import of Raw Materials for Rs. 40,000/- from General 
Currency Area. They have requested for the issue of a 
duplicate Customs purposes copy of the licence on the ground 
that the original Customs purposes copy of the licence has been 
lost /misplaced. It has been further requested that the licence 
in question was lost /misplaced without having been utilised 
and that the same has not been registered with any of the 
Collector of Customs. 

2. In support of their contention, the applicant has filed 
an affidavit. The undersigned is satisfied that the original 
Customs purposes copy of licence No. P/D/2189323 dated 
23-5-1972 has been lost /misplaced and directs that duplicate 
Customs purposes copy of the said licence should be issued 
to them. The original Customs purposes copy of the licence 
is cancelled. 

[Ref. No. Ch/M-110(2)/A,M. 72/R,M. 3/1911] 
R. K, GHOSH, Dy. Chief Controller. 


fr^, 9 1974 

<»!T, air. 463.-^lWk RTW, i/vT^lTT afftmfW 
^ k: 'f'kk arhrfHRR- i94R (i948 rt ei) ^ 

yiTT 4 kt gTrem O) (n) ^ airi,RDJi ^ Rk rrt 

14 1973 'sfi' RTw RifjTRT, ikn 

Rd bq ^ <'t(N TITRT ^ri friqf ^ I 

[If. 25/l/734t. 

iff. Tp^rlT, OT fik^ra 

MINISTRY OF INDUSTRIAL DEVELOPMENT 

New Delhi, the 9th lanuary, 1974 

S.O. 463 — -The General Government, hereby notified that 
the 1 . 0 k Sabha has, in pursuance of Clause (c) of siib-scc- 
tion (3) of Section 4 of the Central Silk Board Act 1948 
(61 of 1948), elected on December, 14, 1973, Shri Raghu- 
nandan Lai Bhatia, Member of Lok Sabha, to serve us mem- 
ber of the Central Silk Board. 

[No, 25/1/73-C&S] 
P. P. GUPTA, Deputy Director, 

ii‘' ;l fw4r R aifi crnot ikwnr 

aiTfikr 

^ fr^, 6 tfiTVf, 1974 

imr. an. 484.— aiftrfWr, 

1955 (1965 4)1 10) ^ «T7T 3 RTIT vrfkTtrf IT WR" 
7Tf5?7TO (4ikr7r ffiwr) airkr, 1989 aik 
ikikpT qivk ^ knf f- H Rff T fB T fi aikV 'fick if, ^rqffr; 

1 . ( 1 ) TR 471 rtr Rkvitk; 7T<r? (kkn 

f?7fk qqrhrq- afTqV, 1974 ^ 1 

(2) RT TTOTT rf qqTFfTR q:^ qifkr k kRT I 

2. (45^171 fq^m) 31]^%, 1969 7^,— 

(1) ik 8 qtf Tnk g- tiigue ci) 4^ if t^; ^if q i Ti 
f4rRT quriTT ^ irqni tfT: Rcvifqifl ? q 'qtn 
(1) if,— 

(1) “TDR- 7TT45T7 47T t/RT” qqTRF^ “TTRqfsm-” 

RTiq anqiiTRiftiTr f4fqT Rirpri, 

( 2 ) R^ (47) if “rt «RfqR 47t” srk r^ 45 ( 3 ) 

if 47Tv| ^ fRR 4r7 RqfRT'’ 

471 wiq fkqr j|i>i 'II , 

(3) R1 (S') 4^ IRFT 47 fkRferfBRT fT^ 7^ RTtTrft, 
3rqff( 

"(g-) qk qfrRk' ^ Rk RfWB qrr 

kfRRfw RT kqnq tVrt rtrt b'* RT Rq 
fqq'qq RT 45 RTR RlJ kwR 

4i7k 47T 47T7iir Iff k g-R 31^71 47T RTkRR 
f47Rr RRI kTRI RT TRT 5 “ RT fqTRT Rk 

qiRT 477 RqfRT RT RREfft 477 Rql J || 

RT IRTRlf qJT aifRR^'Jl qr? R^RT 1" 
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(2) ITT IR7T7 ^ 4«nrS (1) ^ 

fsTRf^rlW 3n^:T»fTfT?r iVm srnpTr, 

ar^ :— 

“(2) ^ 1898 (1898 ^ 8) <8^ 

WT 102 aiiV 103 Si? gwiT arf ?Rr?fr arfl arfsT- 

rr^ r?- ^fTrorrsT, ?fr 4 anfNr 

TOitwf aifi afNrr^nrt ?ri- i” 

OT. 8(21)/73-rm^'ll 

r^'tf'i 'fij'ifv, 

MIMSTRV OF PETROLEUM AND CHEMICALS 


ORDER 

New Delhi, the 5fh February, 1974 

S.O. 464. — In exercise of the powers confered by 
Section 3 of the Essential Commodities Act, 1955 (10 of 
1955) the Central Government hereby makes the following 
order to further amend the Synthetic Rubber (Price Control) 
Order, 1969, namely 

1. (1) This order may be called the Synthetic Rubber 
(Price Control) Second Amendment Order, 1974. 

(2) It shall come into force on the date of its publication 
in the Official Gazette. 

2. In the Synthetic Rubber (Price Control) Order, 1969, 

(1) clause 8 shall be re-numbered as sub-clause (1) there- 
of, and in sub-clause (1) as so renumbered, — 

(i) after the words "of the State Government" the 

words, "being a Gazetted Offleer", shall be inserted; 

(ii) in item (a), the words "or authorise any person 
to Inspect” shall be omlted; 

(iii) for item (b) the following item shall be substi- 
tuted; namely : — 

“(b) enter or search or seize stocks from any pre- 
mises where synthetic rubber is manufactured 
or sold or where the Controller or the authorised 
officer has reason to believe that a contravention 
of this order has been, is being or is about to 
be commited.” 

(2) after sub-clause (1) as so re-numbered the following 
sub-clause shall be inserted, namely : — 

"(2) The provisions of sections 102 and 103 of the 

Code of Criminal Procedure 1898 (5 of 1898), 
relating to search and seizure, shall so fur as may 
be, apply to searches and seizures under this 
clause." 

[No. 8(21)/73-Ch. 1] 
VINOD KUMAR, Joint Secy. 
gf'TI; 31 tlRJlfr, 1974 

gtTo 4TTo 46 3. — tpr rPTt-T ^ 

qrrwrw (’JIr 4' ^pfEt % 'i •pt sriN') 

tJtftrffrtPT, 196 2 4^ truT u if) otuixi ( 1 ) ^ srdtA 

fTTVT H ff) IT7T a '>1 < I -I TT^V ’RPthT ^ ^ if 

stftpT PW 4441 4) 5*!-^ — 'ff ) ft 7fl ijff tor I mft 

^ ffpr ff^ R f^Pdfire 'fliipfr 

% tjrpfpt 4TT Tf f'W tRTT | I 


^ fiTrf: ihr (ipfPr ^ 2 6- 3- 1 9 7 3 Tf 

Rf'dfpPT ilff ETITT 7 iff ( 1 ) % 9r>T ( 1 ) if firftrej: 

RfWT Sff 'pfTffRT ftr ftpTT t I 

3nr ra: 'TT^gwnpr (fjfh- if ^rnffg ^rrtnrrn tt 

19 6.3 fipTff 4 % XTEfffr ffsTR Krftntrff 

'Ttfhr T'r 37rr hilW fiFiitrr ^ TtfrAPc tetr if irtt^zr 

ItZFfT jf I 

iff #r ^ 1 ft 3ff sff 1^1 fiT 'nwn^A <iff f f fa>ir 

'U 


tfSTAtr fPT fTPT tlt!l fl^fwnr *)m % fTTf ftf^PIT ^ 

ffwT wir 9<Mfr-T 94^6 1 -f 

4^1 niO** 


rpXPTtr 390 1 25-1 1-72 26-3-73 


[ffw 12016/2/7 3 u$r 'TOJI nsr] 
New Delhi, the 31 January, 1974 

S. O. 465. —Whereas by the notification of Govern- 
ment of India as shown in the schedule appended 
hereto and issued under sub-section (i) of section 6 of the Petro- 
leum Pipelines (Acquisiton of Eight of User in land) Act, 1962 
the Right of User has been acquired in the Lands secifled in the 
Schedule appen ,1eJ thereto for the transport of Petroleum from 
drill site No, BDW-BDl to GGS-I in Nawagani oil field in 
Gujarat State. 

And whereas the oil & Natural Gas Commission has 
terminated the operations referred to in clause(i) of sub section 
‘1' of section 7 of the said Act on 26.3,73. 

Now therefore under Rule 4 of the Petroleum Pipe- 
lines (Acquisition of Right of User in land) Rules 1963, the 
Competent Authority hereby notified the said date as the date 
of termination of opeialion referred to above, 

SCHEDULE 

Termination of Operation of Pipeline. from ,BWD-BD1 to 
GOS-1 


Name of Village S.O. No. Dateofpubli- Dateofter- 

Minislry cation in the niination of 

e tc of operation. 


petroleum & Nawagam 3904 25-11-72 26-3-73 

CHEMICALS 


[No. 12016/2/73 L &L] 

gqo ff7° 406. — rf^TTf if 

wfr '(jfj^tnr ' tnqti TT 6 (»j;ffT if TPfPr ^ wfipHTi atr 

xjfuftm, 1962 4ff orn- 6 aff (i) % spprfitrfT 

■tim ’TT<FTt >iff MU tr^rrpT Ti^q % ^ 

if ^tTtPf rupy tfstfi' 127( % ?TTf ft) if 49 (TT ^ jfPiaH if? 

ii Pq ^ * fipT ^>T tfu*^ RU^4f if f^fflfe: »I.fipn if 
^ SiftmT 'tlftlFT ^ fuiTT ntTT ^ I 
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^ HUilrti ’tw (TFTfn' ^ 25 - 11-71 
wftPnTM nft am 7 ^ Tram ( 1 ) ^ am ( 1 ) 4 
aFfar ti f^ar ft 1 

'CR TPT. ^rfaaa arwaTTa (afa a aaala ^ ufairnT a;t 
ffsfa) f^TJpft 1053 ai Praa 4 % wrata asra srifafrA 
aaa arAia ajar PiPi^ afftar fti aifaara V a aai^ynr 
afa^f^ amn ft 1 

araa Taa 127 (^f arf tfV) *r 49 w aiviam afaar 
aa aitaara 

a'aiaa aa ara ata a^sra arta % trsr- afaar ftr 

aaar a^ a aaaaa aara 
al arttar aft arAia 

^^'’ifaaa iflT aair aar wiaa- i 849 7-7-73 25-11-71 



[a^ 12015 / 2/73 a'T a"’ "."f] 

S. O, 466. — Whereas by the notification of Govern- 
ment of India as shown in the schedule appended hereto 
and issued under sub-section (i) of section 6 of the Petroleum 
Pipelines (Acquisition of Right of User In Land) Act, 1962 the 
Right of User has been acquired in the lands specified in the 
schedule appended thereto for the transport of Petroleum ftom 
drill site No. DS127 (KID) to 49 in Ralol oil field in Gujarat 
State. 

AND Whereas the Oil & Natural Gas Commission has 
terminated the operations teferred to in clause (i) of sub-section 
(I) of section 7 of the said Act on 25-11-71. 

Now therefore under Rule 4 of the Petroleum Pipelines 
(Acquisition of Right of User in Land) Rules 1963, the Competent 
Authority hereby notified the said date as the date of termi- 
nation of operation referred to above. 

SCHFDULE 

TERMINATION OF OPERATION OF PIPELINE 
FROM D.S. 127 (KID) to 49 


Nnrnc of Village S.O. Date of publica- Date of tcr- 

Ministry No. tion in the Ga/e- niination of op- 

ttc of India eration 


Petroleum Pansar 1849 7-7-73 25-11-71 

& Cheml- Anibav- 
cals pura 


[No. 12016/2/73/-Lab. Lcgi.s] 

ftTo Win 467.— IR: VI »PTR if faptr^^lL Wk 

MUMMUH (tlffT if ^ifR fti arfimA W itw) 
wftiFm, 1962 iff) wm h ^ ( 1 ) % wtfR swiftRi 

tflTR uRn, if) wftt^dl aKi rpn:(^ Tm si^piR ^ 
it Rurr repT rpfirr f 1 ^ tfr ft WR nr ijiJirMUfi % mPruh 

% Hnv, "TTI iftTR if fftPlfftt? tljpual ftt 8491^1 R wftRtTT 

4tT f/iat RTT ft I 

wk JR: ikr wk JITfffTRt ifq- WPfPT 4 2 6-6-7 3 W 
wfHfkPT ^ tnrr i >ifl tiwm { i ) ft: 15 m ( 1 ) if 
ttfkiT >fit 'pkftR ^ fon ft I 

WW tR: 4H4Mm- (4j;^frT if tRR ft: niftFfqfr 

TT Wjffi ) 1963 ft: pRR' 4 ft: WlfR tTSITT RfaT'I 'f l 


UR rAw 4ft am: fhksc lifw ft: Rf^ntT ft: w-ftr 
siri wrET^II RR ft I 

Wtllftf) 

sqtld R ft t R ft) ft Rt; UT 'RRRIR 4ft ftFw <t:C 
TiftTRU 

ftRiTiT R RR PR WITT ft: TR- Rfw ftt 

tPWr RftllRRT RftRfR 
^ rAr 4ft rAw 

ft^"RR trfk RlkftRRTrT. 1 1 94 2S-4-73 26-6-73 

THRU 

[ito 1 2016/2/73 n?T peu i^] 

afo Ao nMkRT 

ft: fap wfsrffttR ft: RflmA 

S. O. 467.— Whereas by the nolification of Govt, of India 
as shown in the schedule appended hereto and issued under sub- 
section (i) of section 6 of the Petroleum Pipelines (Acqui- 
sition of Right of User in Land) Act, 1962 the Right of User 
has been acquired in the lands specified in the schedule appen- 
ded thereto for the transport of Petroleum from drill site No, 
BEI to BER in Nawagam oil field in Gujarat State. 

And whereas the oil & Natural Gas Commission has termi- 
nated the operations teferred to in clause (i) of sub section (1) 
of section 7 of the said Act on 26-6-73. 

Now therefore under Rule 4 of the Petroleum Pipelines 
(Acquisition of Right of User in Land) Rules 1963, the Compe- 
tent Authority hereby notified the said date as the date of 
termination of operation referred to above. 

SCHEDULE 

TERMINATION OF OPERATION OF PIPELINE 
FROM D, S. BE 1 TO BER 

Name of Village S.O. Date of publi- Date of tcrml- 

Ministry No. cation in the nation of ope- 

Gazette of India ration 

Petroleum Pansoli 1194 28-4-73 26-6-73 

& Chemi- & Nawa- 
cals gam 

[No. 12016/2/73/-Lab, & Legis] 

J, P. Baliwala 

COMPETENT AUTHORITY UNDER THE ACT FOR 

GUJARAT 


jwm wk WR wwiww 
(wR fwwm) 

uft fftwft, 2 'FRA, 197 4 

WTo WTO 46 8. — ITT: ftRllW 4ft ftR aAe ({lei 

ft fn Art ft tArt v[fft ft ft Tftw rot jftft- ift 

RRRR ft; 

SR: SR, RftIR rA (WofT sAl fftRTIT) wfti [ft 8 8 , 

1957 ( 1957 4T 20) ift tTPT 4 A RTRT( (l) fHT IRTT 

TlfftRII aq SRPl arrft ^ ftqftfti TRPP', pe^ai < i Rift 4 fRA 
ft: fAp '[ftmi arrft ft: waft rttr aft gwR ftifr ft i 

RT wftT^jRR ft: wirIt wift a ift ia 5 i aft fttaRi fftAara^ 

aftpR faaRT fftRi (ttrt spjttrJ trrt 
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tHI' ^ *mT ^wriw, ijirrfliTq- (ftr^) % 

urnrfjpT if TlJT<?rr i, ^rtrfir'T 

^f Pfjtt m t I 


tw ^ n^iT ^c^ff »|;ffr »f 

?nff »Jrfin, ^ wfirfipr'i' ^ hft is >ift oturt ( 7 ) if 
fWifTT JTRTJT TT# ?fF: T^r 

JTTT^?rT ni 6*^ ^ 90 ^ 4 Tt7' thtt^ (rfy'%i( / !, < 

TfTtm Pm ftrfiiiT, ?t*Ptt wrm, rr^ ^ 1 


•TIT— 


»mrtT ^ wn?[rff (^f<(r«r <m^Ti ^fpmr «w) 

fTf^ ?fo TRK 132/73 
?ITffW 1 8-1 1*7 3 
('j^isT^ir T f*rT wra-iflm i^) 


rw 


m 

mr 

<mT 

Po 

filHT 

^ fiW- 
fpTt 

Ftp) 

wvmtn 

97 

piOTTT 

m 

FR«rr 

n 

133 

It 

77 

PnrhT 

ri 

1.5 4 

n 

77 



155 

n 

77 

PrtPm 

THFIf 

1 

71 

7f 

fPrPhTT . 

I’ 

2 

M 

77 

Rfyr 

11 

21 

7) 

71 


fOm trxfh 


JTTTPr 388, 79I^T? (^m) 
WTT 158. 55 t## (mm) 


<p— «■ ^im tr»ff*Tt ^ ^ 7 ft wtr- ffW 

flV?: ^ nr ^ mw: mr^jr rfPn- tflr m 

if_.ir jtitt irr'T jf%«Ta, Puffirtr, *rtf^ if ^r^ffiT 
^ff «fm; ’Trf^ PRlt # ffTT ijsp# t I 
ij—tr i"nt^ fli7fi^< ^ ^ ^f?r^ ’t^ttoP t, ^ m Rtt?T 
»fk *rif5r iP »Tm: ^rrmr 4 Pti tpr m 
if^fPnff p ffpPT ijsrt4t t I 

T-^fT isTtvi irnr J^ffmff, TfePTr, i[r<m Pk trPP P 
urPtT^ f^P 'fP mr: <Tr*m PftTT P artP fw^ 
P jPti: nT»?p t ^P’’ Pr^ V <17: PtotP ^ 1 




•rm 

«ITTT 

fpHT P?r 


po 


po 


fvRt 

1. TfllfW 

RfT 

38 

gniflar'i 

FTT 

2- •R 

rpT 

39 

ijrrfwrT 

FFl 



Sf^ 

^ 95, 13 tfmr 

(htft) 



F<T4T 38. 50 

(hwt) 

Pfm TPfH 





T — F 

HITT TiPlat, 

tP, Pt 

m fttPott Ph: 

Plfp Pt 


Fm: RTFPF PfiTT 

^ FTF ipirPf ^ 1 

5f— ® 

HITT TlPtTf 

hPf iP 

Rrtr Parr « m, 

Pr ftr 


fftMt tP 

itftnfr 

PWt ^ ttf *ff 

PK m 


^ 18 PFT- ^PffTp Ti*ir P ^I'fl ^rP 

t I 


® — x firpr m P nrPfrr ^ P Ji^nr^P P 1 


SI — T 

VW — T 

httt ftf Pk FFTfrar P TrPhn: FTt iP 

FTTT: Ftp ffFT% P i^rtr FFTpt |[ pfr JITTftFF 
P’ TT fpHpt If 1 

TF FTF 

FTFT 

FIFT fpHT 

(PsT ferr- 

po 


po 

fpFt 

1. firm 

Fhf 

<N 

130 fJTpFTT 

FIF 

2. Fftwr 

71 

1 37 „ 

77 

3. 

71 

139 

17 

4 . pTFTT 

7TFFT 

57 

77 

5. P([H 

7r 

58 

77 

6. Fm 

,, 

59 j, 

77 

7. dtpF 

»7 

78 

71 

8. PfSTplTT 

17 

79 

IJ 



304, 

89 ifFf (HFFP) 


*r«nn ]23.38 ^irP (!!m>r) 

wfmwpiT 

F— ST HITT m fPXTiT P UTptTT »rP P rffT THT 

VwH Ptr Pfran tP wmr: tihini PPit P mr 
ffTT >T7TOP 4 I 

ST— s HTpr imr Phtti, tfPf, ijiar, TtPr rfk PftrPTT 
P FPtTt Tip tP ^m: afTf?P ftrrrt P ipTT 
’proPI I 

5—5 HTTT TTpfrr: Tpt p, Pt mw PfsiPTi ipt PNtt 
tP Pf am: amFiT PPrr PK m ^avn P hit 
jtTT 7f 3f7!fP ^ I 

5— F HITT aiF tprcTT, Ffmr Ph: IPtfi P mPm. 

Tpf tP FFRIi atP PPTiP P ^ 

«fF jiTpivni: fpTj 'f' m fpHpf ^ I 

[isro po Tpo 5-25( 14)/73] 

iiTo tfFo PvniT^t, FTT fIPt 

New Delhi, the 2nd February 1974 

S. 0.468. — WHEREAS It appears to the Central Government 
that coal is likely to be obtained from the lands mentioned in 
the Schedule hereto annexed : 

NOW, THEREFORE, in cxerdse of the powers conferred 
by sub-section ( 1) of section 4 of the Coal Bearing Areas (Acquisi- 
tion and Development) Act, 1957 (20 of 1957), the Central 
Government hereby gives notice of its intention to prospect for 
coal therein. 

The plan of the area covered by this notification caji be ins- 
pected at the office of the National Coal Development Corporar 
tion Limited (Revenue Section), Darbhanga House, Ranchi 
at the office of the Deputy Commissioner, Hazaiibagh (Bihar) 
or at the office of the Coal Controller, 1, Council House Street, 
Calcutta, 

All persons interested in the land covered by this notification 
shall doliv. r all mans, charts and other documents referred to 
in sub-section (7) of section 13 of the said Act to the Revenue 
Officer, National Coal Development Corporation Limited, 
Darbhanga House, Ranchi, within 90 days from the date of 
publication of this notification. 
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Si iinDnit 

DAMODAR. RIVFR RRD (SOUTH KARANPURA 
COAL LT(-LD) 

DRG No. Rcv/1 32/73 
Date 16-11-73 


BIock-A (Area notilicd for prospering) 


SI Village 

Thana 

Thana 

Dislrict 

Remarks 

No, 


No. 

Area 


1 . Ango 

Barkagaon 

97 

Hazaribagh 

Part 

2, Aswa 


153 


Part 

3, Potanga 


154 


Part 

4. Urimari 

Ramgarh 

155 


Part 

5. Tokisud 

1 

,, 

Part 

6. Kirigara 


2 


Part 

7. Sankul 

,, 

21 


Part 


Total Area 386.79 acres (approx.) or 
158.55 hectares (Approx.) 

Boundary Description 

A-B line passes through River Damodar, which Is also the 
pait common boundary of Village Ango and Deogarh and 
through village Tokisud. 

B-C Line passes along the part right Bank of River Damodar 
in villages Tokisud, Kirigara, Sankul. 

C-D line passes through river Damodar which is also the 
pai t common boundary of villages Seal and Sankul and through 
village Urimari. 

D-A line passes, along the part left Bank of River Damodar 
in villages Urimari, Potanga, Aswa and Ango and meets at 
point ‘A’. 


DnnndHry Description 

1-J line pa.sscs through River Damodar in village Sirka and 
along the part common boundary of villages Chaingara and 
C'hrodhara. 

J-K line passes along the part right Bank of River Damodar 
in villages 1,'haingara, Hchal, Ghulua, llrlungand Chho(akana. 

K-L line passes through river Damodar which is also the 
part common boundary of villages chholakana and Poebra and 
through village llcsia. 

L-I line passes along the part left Bank of River Damodar 
in village Hcsla, Arigada, and Sirka and meets al starting point 

r. 

[K. No. C5-25 (14)/73,] 

A. S. DESHPANDE 
Under Secy. 


TT 31 elHhtI , 1974 

aiT. 469.— 'itf sifl-l frnrtr 1950 

(1950 64) tJTTT 1 3^4-^171 (3) i^^lTT JTTff 

iTTifTT !fmt ITT-tTU TcrffsiTn JTT^, 1974 =6^ 

Tfr# m7% fit i' tTf'tpft rpjq- tf citt; 

^ 7?-T fdfrw TTrfi t 1 

[24-5'^C62)/733 


BLOCK-B 


SI. Village Thana Thana District ,A.rea 

No. No. Remarks 


1. Basaria , Mandu 38 Hararibagh Part 

2. Bundu Mandu 39 Haraiibagh Part 


Total area : 95.13 acres 
(approx.) 

or ; 38.50 hectares 
(approx.) 


Boundary Description 

F,-F line passes through River Damodar which is also the part 
common boundary of villages Basaria and Gidi. 

F-G line passes along with Central line of River Damodar 
which is also the Southern boundary of village Basaria and 
part Southern Boundary of village Bundu. 

O-H line passes through river Damodar in village Bundu. 

H-F line passes along the part left bank of River Damodar 
in villages Bundu and Basaria and meets at Starling point 


BLOCK-C 


SI 

Village 

Thana 

Thana 

District Area 

No. 


No. 


Re- 






marks 

1. 

Sirka 

Mandu 

136 

Hazaribagh 

Pan 

2. 

At igada 


137 


3. 

Hcsla 


138 



4. 

Chaingara 

Ramgarh 

37 




Hehal 


58 



6. 

Ghulua 


59 



7. 

Uriung 


78 



8. 

Chholakana 

' » 

79 


” 




Total Area : 304.89 

acres 





(approx) 





01 

: 123.38 
(approx.) 

ice I a res 


MINISTRY OF SHIPPING AND TRANSPORT 
(Transport Wing) 

New Delhi, the 3lsl January, 1974 

S.O. 469.— In exercise of (he powers conferred by 
sub-section (3) of section 1 of the Road Transport Corpora- 
tions Act; 1950 (64 of 1950), the Central Government here- 
by appoints (he first day of March, 1974 as the date on 
which the said Act shall come into force in the Slate of 
Manipur. 

[No. 24-T(62)/731 
^ 1 1974 

ITT. 3JT. 470. — M?'( Iti d ^HTR' 3rfiy ?H 4| B , 1950 

(1950 !47T 04) tim 5 ^ TTurTT (1) fTRT iFTTf 

^ RTrrf 57/ m riu ast 

4 fWtfm %ft TT. tpf. qrf qirBmqr 

T-qFf 97 fre# ‘iVrTr ^ TTrfft- tf 

wq- 7T7'R7T7 ^ 

RT. aiT. tf, 255 2 1973 4^ ?d H ?(rl ?tg fl' 3^7 

TRlttTT 97T7fi- 

T97r 3rtlH^4dl Rq (5) ?f»fT nTfTTTsrrtfi- 

^ F4FT 97 ?H iq'?ff?'?97T' TrfTTWrf^Tr 

“(5) 4. ITT. qTTT, 9?( 

RkllRd I” 

[7f. 15-e^. R 3ft.(35)/73] 
PT-, n, R. TTTPTnrT-, 71^9 


J36 G of 1/73—6 
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New Delhi, the Ist February, 1974 MINISTRY OF LAROUR 


S.O. 470. — In exercise of the powers conferred by sub- 
section (1) of section 5 of the Road Transport Corporation 
Act, 1950 (64 of 1950), the Central Government hereby 
apoints Shri J. N. Gupta, Director of Transport, Delhi Ad- 
ministration as a member of the Delhi Transport Corporation 
1 icc Shi i Gorakh Ram and makes the following further amend- 
ment in the notification of the Government of India in the 
Ministry of Shipping and Transport, S.O. No. 255 fE), dated 
the 2nd May, 1973, namely, 

In the .said notification, for itemfv) and the entry relating 
thereto, the following item and entry shall be substi- 
tuted. namely ; — 

"(vl Shri T. N. Gupta, Director Transport, Delhi 
Administration.' 

[No. t5-TAG(35)/731 
N. A. A. NARAYANAN, Under Secy. 


New Delhi, the 6th Febriiatv 1974 

S.O. 473. — In pursuance of section 17 of the Industrial 
nispute,s Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the Central Government 
hereby publishes the following award of the Central Gov- 
ernment Industrial Tribunal, Bhubaneswar, in the industrial 
dispute between the cntployei's in rehition to the management 
of Messrs. Bolani Ores Limited, Lost Office Bolani, Via 
B.arbil, District Keonjhar and their workmen, which was re- 
ceived by the Central Goveniraent on the 29th Jamiary, 
1974, 

INDUSTRIAL TRIBUNAL : BHUBANESWAR 
Present: 

Shri L. Mallick, B. L., Presiding Officer, Industrial 
Tribunal, Bhubaneswar, 

Industrial Dispute Case No. 1 of 1970 (Central) 


(¥TO-mi wW) 

5 irr^, 1974 

tRT. 471.— 3fT^ ifOTT G27, I960 

?TTT 5rF[; TjTt FTTrfk BN 1951 434 ^ 

3 ^ 'JVr (^) rre-BT7 ^ 

^ ^ fTBNP lG-3-74 ^ tforR^t- NFL 

BTT 'iVbT f I 


BETWEEN 

The employer in rehition to the management of Messrs 
Bolani Ores limited. Post Office Bolani, Via 
Harbil, District Keonjhar. First Party 
AND 

Their Wofwmcn. Second Party 
Appearances; 

Sri S. B. Sanyal — for the first party 
Advocate 

Sri J, R, Das — For the second patty 

Genera) Secretary, Barbil Workers' Union. 

AWARD 


[1F3BT 5-5/74-^.frB'.^] 


MINISTRY OF COMMUNICAITONS 
(P & T BOARD) 

New Delhi, the 5 February, 1974 

S.O. 471. — In pursuance of para (a) of Section HI of 
Rule 434 of Indian Telegraph Rules, 1951, as inltoduced by 

S.O. No. 627 dated 8th March, 1960, the Director General. 
Posts and Telegraphs, hereby specifics the 16-3-1974 ns the 
date on which the Measured Rate System will be introduced 
in KODMKANAL Telephone Exhange, Tamil Nadu Circle. 

[No. 5-5/74-PHBl 

veft, 7 1974 

HfT. 3IT. 472.— WFft RNBT 627, 8 RI^, 1060 

^ NFL ^ FN fffR BF iVFr 1961 ^ fBFTT 434 ^ 
NPI? 3 ^ 'JVt C^) 3FL^ m-BF BIJI^BBVbi 
5^IB' 1-3-74 if RNlffiFT ^ TpilTlff NFL 

5frr^ ^ fBwr ^ i 

[N. 5-7/74-^. tf?-, 

New, Delhi, the 7th February, 1974 

S.O. 472. — In pursuance of para (a) of Section III 
of Rules 434 of Indian Telegraph Rules, 1951, as introduced 
by S. O. No. 627 dated 8th March, 1960, the Diieclor 
General, Posts and Telegraphs, hereby specifies the 1-3-1974 
as the date on which the Measured Rate System will be 
introduced in Sikar Telephone Exchange, Rajasthan Circle. 

[No. 5-7/74-P.H.B.l 
P. C. GUPTA, Assistant Director General 


The Government of India in the Ministry of Labour. Em- 
ployment and Rehabililation (Department of Labour and 
Emplovment), bv their order No. 1O/26/70/LB. IV dated 
22nd October. 1970, in exercise of the pow'ers conferred by 
section 7A and clause (d) of sub-section (1) of section 10 
of the Industrial Disputes .4ct, 1947. referred the following 
schedule of disputes to this Tribunal for adjudication. 

“(1) Whether there exists in the establishment of Messrs. 
Bolani Ores Limited, Post Office Bolani f7n-Barbil, 
District Keonjhar. a sound promotion procedure 
which is not discriminatory to any of the workmen 
in their mines ? 

(2) Whether the action of the management of Messrs. 
Bolani Ores Limited, Post Office Bolani F/n-Barbil, 
District Keonjhar, in giving lesser pay to Shri A. K. 
Mallick and Shri Bacha , Singh than Shri Sadanand 
Roy and Shri Pravakaran is justified ? If not, to 
what reliefs, if any, Shri Mallick and Shri Bachn 
Singh arc entitled ? 

(3) Whether the action of the m.anngement of Messrs. 
Bolani Ore.s Limited, Post Office Bolani T7n-Barbilj 
District Keonjhar, in fixing higher wages to Shn 
Dayanidhl Mohantv (and nine other workmen) at 
Rs. 190/- while fixing the wages as per Wage Board 
Award us comnared to the pay of Rs. 160/- fixed 
in relation to Shri N. K. Snmanto, Shri S. K. Ghose, 
Shri S. K. Sahon, Shri G, T.akha and Shri H. G. 
Sahoo, is justified ? If not. to what reliefs Shri 
N. K, Samanto, Sri S. K. Ghosc. Shri S. K. Sahoo. 
Shri G. Lakra and Sri H. G. Sahoo are entitled ? 

(4) Whether Shri D. K. Dubey, a Quarry ‘C Clerk 
emnlovcJ by the management of Messrs. Bolani 
Ores Limited, Office Bolani, Fia-Barbil, District 
Keonjhar. is cniitled for the reliefs granted to Shri 
Balram Nand Keyoliar and Shri Vivekanand, con- 
sequent to the promotion of Shri Benjamin Sahoo ? 
If so, from what date ? 

(5) Whether the management of Messrs. Bolani Ores 
Ltd., Post Office Bolani, Vla-Barabil, District 
Keonjhar. have rightly fixed the wafes of Shri M. S. 
Nair and thirteen other Mechanical Welders and 
T. M. Helpers ? If not to what reliefs the workmen 
arc entitled 7" 
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2. Since the first party (hereinafter leferred to as the 
management) contended that the Tribunal has got no juris- 
diction to adjudicate upon the items Nos. 1, 3 and 5 of the 
Schedule of reference, the matter was heard preliminarily by 
my learned predecessor who in his order No. 16 dated 
23-7-71 held that the I’ribunal had jurisdiction to adjudicat* 
upon the items Nos. 1, 3 and 5 of the Schedule of reference. 
Against that order, the management filed Original Jurisdic- 
tion Case No. 741 of 1971 in the Hon’ble High Court of 
Orissa and thq said Case was disposed of on compromise. 
As per the terms of compromise, item No. 1 of the re- 
ference was given up and items Nos. 3 and 5 were modified. 
Item Nos. 2 and 4 of the reference remained a.s such and 
the matter was remanded to this Tribunal for disposal. 


3. The reference as it stands modified by the order of 
the Hon’ble High Court in 0.1 ,C. No. 741 of 1971 reads as 
follows 

fl) Item No. I of the reference made on 22iid October, 
1970 by the apropriate Government will not be 
subject matter of adjudication by the Tribunal. 

(2) Whether the action of the management of Messrs 
Bolani Ores Limited, Post Office Boluni L/a-Burbil, 
District Kconjhar, in giving lesser pay to Shri A. K. 
Mallick and Shri Bacha Singh than Shri Sadanand 
Roy and Shri Pravakaran is justified 7 Tf not, to 
what reliefs, if any, Shri Mallick and Shri Bacha 
Singh are entitled 7 


(3) Whether the action of the Management of Messr*. 
Bolani Ores t.imited. Post Office Bolani Lfa-Barbil, 
District Kconjhar, in fixing higher wages to Shri 
Dayanidhi Mohanty at Rs, 190/- while fixing the 
wages as per wage Board Award as compared to 
the pay of Rs. 160/- fixed in relation to Shri N. K. 
Samanto, Shri S, K. Ghosc. Shri S. K. Sahoo, Shri 

G. Lakra and Shri H. G. Sahoo, is justified 7 If not, 
to what reliefs Shri N, K. Samanto, Shri S. K. 
Ghosc, Shri S, K. Sahoo, Shri G. Lakra and Shri 

H. G. Suhoo arc entitled 7 


(4) Whether Shri D, K. Dubey, a Quarry ‘C Clerk 
employed by the management of Messrs. Bolani 
Ores Limited, Post Office Bolani, Via-Barbil Dis- 
trict Keonjhar, is entitled for the reliefs granted to 
Shri Balram Nand Keyaliar and Shri Vivekanand, 
consequent to the promotion of Shri Benjamin 
Sahoo 7 If so, from what date ? 


(5) Whether the management of Messrs. Bolani Ores 
Limited Post Office Bolani, Via-Barbil, District 
Keonjhar, h.ave rightly fixed the wages of Shri 
M, S. Nair and other Mechanical Welders whose 
names were furnished along with the consolidated 
demand of 9-4-70 by the Union. 


4. In the midst of hearing of the Case and the reference 
as modified, both parties settled their disputes out of Court 
and filed the terms of settlement along with a petition praying 
to pass an award in terms of the settlement. 


5. As indicated, above, item No. I of the original re- 
ference has been given up and as pei- the terms of settlement, 
item Nos. 2 and 4 (issue Nos. 2 and 4) have also been given 
up as not pressed by the Union, Items Nos. 3 and 5 as 
modified have been settled as per the terms of settlement. 
Since the parties state that cordial relationship would be 
maintained and industiial place would be esUblished by the 
settlement, I feel it proper that an award should be pas.sed 
as per the terms of settlement. Therefore, the award is 
passed as per the terms of settlement and the terms of settle- 
ment and the petition filed by the parties do form part of 
flto Award. 


L. MALLICK, B. L. Presiding Officer. 


BEFORE THE HON’BLE PRESIDING OFFICER INDUS- 
TRIAL TRIBUNAL CENTRAL BHUBANESWAR 

Industrial Dispute Case No. 1 of 1970 (Central) 

BETWEEN 

Messrs, Bolani Ores Limited, Keonjhar. 

AND 

Their Workmen through the General Secretary Barbil 
Workers' Union Keonjhar. 

The Parties above named beg most respcctfuly to submit 
iiH under : 

1. That the above matter is pending before the Hon’blc 

Presiding Officer for adjudication, 

2. That the date for hearing has been fixed on 12-12-73. 

3. That without prejudice to the respective stands taken 

by the respective parties in the written statements, 
both the parties have come to an amicable settle- 
ment out of the Court, with a view to maintain 
cordial relationship and to establish industrial 
peace, on the following terms ; 

TERMS OF SETTLEMENT 

Issue No. II 

The Union agreed to drop this issue. 

Issue No. in 

Both the parties agreed that Sri N. K, Samanto, Sri S. K. 
Ghosh, Sri S. K. Sahoo, Sri G. Lakra and Sri H. C. Sahoo 
who are now drawing basic salary of Rs, 340/- per mouth 
in Grade TI (Rs, 3 10-1 5-445-1 8-5(19/-) shall be placed on 
basic of Rs. 370/- per month with effect from 1-12-73 to 
bring them at par with Sri Dayanidhi Mohanty in full and 
final satisfaction of the claim under the Issue No. Til. 

Issue No. IV 

Both the parties agreed that Sri D, K. Dubey who .s 
now drawing a Basic salary of Rs. 340/- per month in the 
scale of Rs. 290-10-410 shall be placed on a basic salary 
of Rs. 360 /- per month with effect from 1-12-73 in full and 
final settlement of the claim under Issue No. LV. 


Issue No. V 

The Union agreed to drop this issue. 

That the Management agreed to pay a lump sum of 
Rs. 1,000/- (Ruces one thousand only) to the Union to- 
wards the expenditure incurred in this case. 

This settles all claims regarding the concerned disputes and 
the Union agreed not to raise any dispute consequent to re- 
vision of wages through the Settlement. 

It is, therefore, prayed that the Hon’ble Tribunal may be 
pleased to accept the Settlement and give its award in terras 
thereof. 

For Workmen For Management : 

1. B. SAHU, Vice President 1. R. K, GANDHI. Superinlf 
Barbil Workers' Union Bolani Ores Limited, 

P.O. Bolani, Dt. Kconjhar. P,0. Barbil, Dt. Keonjhar. 

2,1. R. DASH, General Secrc- 2. C. PANDA, Personnel 
tary, Barbil Workers’ Union, Manager, Bolani Ores 

P.O. Barbil, Dt. Keonjhar, Limited, 

P.O. Bolani via Barbil, 


Dated ; the Slst December, 1973. 
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BEFORP THE PRESIDING OFFICER, INDUSTRIAL 
TRIBUNAL, ORISSA, BHUBANESWAR. 

Industrial Dispute Case No. 1 of 1970 (Central) 

BETWEEN 

M/s. BoLani Ores Ltd., 

AND 

Their Workmen, throtigh the General Secretary, Barbil 
Workers Union, Keonjhar. 

The humble petition on behalf of both the parties 
mo.st respectfully showeth ; — 

1. That on 2nd October, 1970 the appropriate Govern- 
ment referred certain Disputes under Sec. 10(1) (d) of the 
Industrial Dispute Act, 1947, the issues whereof are as 
follows 

(1) Whether there e.sist.s in the establishment of Messrs. 
Bolani Ores Limited, Post Office Bolani, Via. 
Barbil, District-Keonjbar a Sound promotion pro- 
cedure, which is not discriminatory to any of the 
workmen in their mines ? 

(ii) Whether the action of the management of Messrs 
Bolani Ores l.imited, Post Office Bolani, Via Bar- 
bil, District-Kconjhar, in giving lesser pay to Shri 
A. K. Mallick and Shri Bacna Singh than Shri 
Sadunand Roy and Shri Provakaran is ju.stilicd 7 
If not, to what reliefs, if any, Shri Mallick and 
Shri Bacha Singh are entitled V 

(iii) Whether the action of the Management of Messrs 
Bolani Ores Limited, Post Office Bolani, Via 
Barbil, District-Keonjhar, in fixing higher wages to 
Shri Dayanidhi MohatUy and nine others work- 
men at Rs. 190 while fixing the wages as per 
Wage Board Award as compared to Ihe pay of 
Rs. 160 lixed in relation to Shri N. K. Samanto, 
Shi'i S. K. Ghose, Shri S. K. Sahoo, Shri G. 
Lakra and Shri H, G. Sahoo, is justified 7 If not, 
to what reliefs Shri N. K. Samanto, Shri S, K. 
Ghose, Shri S. K. Sahoo, Shri G. Lakra and Shri 
H. O. Sahoo are entitled 7 

(iv) Whether Shri D. K. Dubey, a Quarry 'C Clerk, 
employed by the management of Messrs. Bolani 
Ores Limited, Post Office BoJani, Via-Barbil Dis- 
trict Keonjhar, is entitled for the reliefs granted to 
Shri Baluram Naiida Keyoliar and Shri Viveka- 
nanda, consequent to the promotion of Shri Ben- 
jamin Sahoo ? If so, from what date 7 

(v) Whether the management of Messrs. Bolani Ores 
Limited, Post Office Bolani, Via-Barbil, District 
Keonjhar, have rightly fixed the wages of Shri 
M. S. Nair and thirteen other Mechanical welders 
and T. M. Helpers 7 If not to what reliefs, the 
workmen arc entitled 7 

2. That on 4-4-72, both the parties before the High 
Court entered into Compromise in O.J.C. 741 of 1971 by 
which compromise, issue No. I was given up altogether 
from being adjudicated by the Tribunal and issue No. fll 
and W were substantially modified. 

3. That during Ihe course of the hearing before this 
Hon’ble Tribunal of the Issues a.s it stood after remand 
by the Hon'ble High Court which has been set cut by the 
management in Para 7 of their subsequent Written State- 
ment, the ftarties have settled their dispute completely and 
effectively in rclalion to all the issues which is just, fair 
and equitable. 

4. That there exist no dispute between the parties with 
re.spect to (he issues referred to for adjudication and there- 
fore after incorporating and/or annexing all the (cims and 
condition of .settlement, Avvaid may be made disposing of 
the entire reference made by the appropriate Government 
on 22nd October, 1970, 


Prayer 

It is, therefore, prayed that an Award in terms of the 
settlement may be made or your Honour may pass such 
olher order or orders as to your Honours appears fit and 
proper. 

By the petilioners, 
Sd/- 

.\dvocate for Management. 

13-12-73 

Sd/- (I. R. DASH) 
13-12-73 

[No. 10/26/70-LRIVl 


New Delhi, the 7th February, 1974 

S.O. 474.— In pursuance of section 17 of the Industrial 
Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the Central Oovemment 
hereby publishes the I'ollowiig award of the Arbitrator in the 
industrial dispute between the management of Bhilai Steel 
Plant, Bhilai and their workmen represented by Mines 
Woi'kers Union, Rajhara Mines, P.O. Delhi Rajhara, District 
Durg, (M.P.) which was received by the Central Govern- 
ment on the 30ih January, 1974. 

ARBITRATION AWARD UNDER SEITTION lOA OF 
INDUSTRIAL DISPUTES ACT, 1947 IN RESPECT OF 
DISPUTE BETWEEN THE MANAGEMENT OF BHILAI 
.STEEL PLANT AND THEIR WORKMEN REPRESEN- 
TED BY MINES WORKERS UNION, RAJHARAMINES 
P.O. DALLI, RAJHARA, DRUG (MP). 

Pre.sent: 

Shri N. D. Badade, Regional Labour Commissioner (c), 
on deputulion to Mormugno Dock Labour Board, 
Mormiigao Harbour, a.s Deputy Chairman. 

Piutles: 

(A) Representing the Management of Bhilai Steel Plant : 
1. Shri R. P. Singh, Sr. Personnel Officer HR), 

(R) Representing Workman : 

1, Shri T. A. Mcuon, General Secretary, Minc.s Workers 
Union. 


AWARD 

By an Arbitration Agreement dated 15-3-1971 published 
in the Gazette of India Part Il-Seetion 3 Sub. Section (ii) 
of the Gitzeltce (Government Order No. L.-26013/1/71- 
LRIV dated 17-4-1971) the Parties above mentioned referred 
one .specific matter in dispute to my arbitration under Section 
lOA of the I.D, Act, 1947. The Agreement inter alia pio- 
vided that the decision of the Arbitration shall be binding 
on them. The specific matter in dispute referred to my 
arbitraton and decision is as follows : — 

1. Whether or not Shri B, R. Pillai, Attendant, is entitled 
to the post of Head Time Keeper and if so from 
what date, bearing in mind the rcpercus.sion on 
others in the Time-Keeping Section, 

This dispute was refejied to my aibilration when I was 
Regional Labour Commissioner (C), Jnbalpur. 1 was trans- 
ferred to Goa as Deputy Chairman, Mormugao Dock Labour 
Board, Mormugao IFarbour, as such I could not proceed 
with the case expeditiously. Parties extended the time limit 
with mutual consent from time to time. 

The General Sccjelary, Mines Workers linion, Rajhara 
Mines, P.O. Dalli, Rajhara, Distt : Durg (MP) hereinafter 
referred to as Union, filed the Written Slatcmcnl in support 
Ilf the claims lelaling to Shri B. R. Pillai. 

The Personnel Manager, Bhilai Steel Plant, representing 
Management, hereinafter referred to as Management filed his 
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rejoinder dated 20-8-1973 to the claim stntement submitted by 
Union. 

Vide this Ollice letter No. MDLB-J8 1 /I ( 1 ) /71 dated 
20-9-1973, parties were asked to appear before me on 16-10-73 
for hearing of the above said reference. But the hearing 
of the case on 16-10-73 was postponed to 15-10-],973. vide 
telegram dated 3rd Oclober-73. Accordingly the case came 
up for hearing on 15-10-1973 when Shri T. A, Mcnon, Gene- 
ral Secretary, Mines Workers Union represented the Union 
and Shri R. P. Singh, Sr. Personnel Officer (IR) represented 
the Management. 

In addition to their rival stand in their written statement, 
both the parties advanced their arguments before me on 
15-10-1973. 


The case of the Union is briefly as under : 

Shri B. R, Piliai is the senior most Time Keeper us early 
as 19-1-1959 at a time when there was no Time-Keeping 
Organisation in the said Mines belonging to Management, lie 
was maintaining all statutory records under the provisions 
of the Mines Act. His work was appreciated by one and 
all including the Inspectorate of Mines. As a Time-Keeper, 
he was paid at Rs. 2.50 per day at the time of his appoint- 
ment when others were paid in the scale of Rs. 60-130. He 
was given the scale of Rs. 60-130 w.c.f. 5-11-1959 by show- 
ing him under the work Charged Establishment as Registered 
Clerk. Shri B. R. Piliai was reduced to a grade of Rs. 
60-90 from Rs. 60-130 as Attendant Crushing and Screening 
Plant in the name of operational appointment w.e.f. 16-4-1962 
which was raised to Rs. 110-143 w.e.f. 1-7-62, He was all 
the while working us Time Keeper although he was shown 
on various Establishment such as N.M.R. (Time Keeper), 
Work charged Establishment (Registered Clerk) and Atten- 
dant (operation side). He was supposed to have been reliev- 
ed from the post under Work Charged Establishment as Re- 
gistered Clerk to, hold the no.st of Attendant (operation side) 
w.e.f. 16-4-1962 in the scale of Rs. 60-90. When the ques- 
tion of considering the claims of Shri B. R. Piliai arose, 
his claims for promotion on the operation side were ijjnored 
on the ground that he has not been in fact working in 
the Mechanical side ;md as such he could not be consi- 
dered fit for promotion. When the chance of promotion 
arose on the Time Keeping Organisation ariilicial dilllcolty 
arose since his name was not borne on the Time Keepers 
cadre in the Time Keeping Organization. These paper difli- 
culties were the creation of the Management itself for which 
Workman cannot be penalised particularly when his work as 
Time Keeper throughout his service has been admitted and 
acknowledged as good. When every employee of the Mana- 
gement has been aspiring for promotion and in fact getting 
such promotion, the claim of Shri B, R. Piliai for promotion 
thougn he has pul in 15 years of service as Time Keeper has 
not been considered which is legitimately due to him on the 
ground of artificial or paper difficulties and the so called 
repercussions on other employees. The Union in the light 
of the above submission demanded that Shri B. R, Piliai be 
promoted as Head Time Keeper with effect from 13-1-1964 
the date on which Shri Kashayap was promoted from the 
post of Head Time Keeper to Inspector and Attcndenl bene- 
fits accruing from such a promotion — - 

As against the above claims of the Union, the case of 
the Management is as under ; 

1. Shri B. R, Piliai at present Attendant Crushing Plant 
was initialy employed as Time Keeper on NMR at the rate 
of Rs. 2.50 per day w.c.f. 19-T1959. 

2. Shri B. R. Pillar was brought on work charge establish- 
ment as Register Clerk with effect from 5-11-1959 in the 
scale of Rs, 60-130, 

3. Shri B. R, Piliai was selected in the operational establish- 
ment, Rajhara Mochanised Mines, as Attendant (Crushing 
and Screening Plant) in an open interview with effect from 
16.4-1972 in the scale of Rs, 60-90 which was later on re- 
vised to Rs. 110-143 w.e.f. 1-7-1962. Shri B. R. Piliai re- 
mained in the lime oflice and enjoyed the benefits of produc- 
tion Bonus as Attendant in (he prodnclion group uccruahlc 
to the Workmen o1 Crushing Plant, Shri Piliai could run 
get promolional opportunity in the Crushing Plant, since he 
was not iictu.ally working ihere. His rcprescniaiioii for re- 


gularising him as the Time Keeper with effect form 19-1-1959 
or 5-11-1959 could not be considered for administrative diffl- 
ciillies vvhich ultimately culminated in the present reference 
of the dispute for arbitration. 

The Managemeiit vehemently argued that the conduct of 
Shri B. R. Piliai in having accepted the benefit accrued to 
the prodnclion group, without protest although he was actually 
working in the lime office, would amount to waiving of his 
rights of promotion that arise in the Time Keeping Office, 
ft was open to him to have gone to Crushing Section and 
acquired the skill and experience in that Section so as to 
entitle himself for promotion. His ease for promotion in 
Crushing Section was rightly rejected by D.P.C. 

Since his name was not born in the Time Keeping Section, 
his case could not be considered for promotion in that estab- 
lishment. At this stage if his case were to be considered, it 
will have repercussion on other Employees. 

In view of the above submission, the Management requests 
that reference be rejected. 

It is accepted by both the parties that Shri B. R. Piliai was 
vvoi'king as Time Keeper since 19-1-1959 when there wo-s no 
time keeping organisation at alj with the Management. It is 
not in dispute (hat Shri B. R, Pillar has been working as Time 
Keeper right from 19-1-19,S9 though he was shown in diffe- 
rent establishment as under ; — 


Scale of Pay 


ri9-l-59 

Actually 

working 5-11-59 
as Time i 
Keeper. 

u 6-4-62 


Timu Keeper NMR . 

Register Clerk- 
Work. Charged 
Establishment. 

Attendant — 
Regular Establish- 
ment , 


Rs. 2,50 per day. 


Rs. 60-130. 

J 

■) Rs, 60-90 revised 
y to Rs. 110-143 
J w.e.f. 1-7-1962. 


It could be seen from the above that Shri B. R. Piliai 
has been working tis Time Keeper since the inception of his 
service and it is not in dispute that his work as Time Keeper 
was to the entire satisfaction and appreciation of all the con- 
cerned authority including the Inspectorate of Mines. It is a 
fact that Shri Piliai applied for the post of Attendant in the 
Crushing Plant and he was selected as such. Consequent 
on the selection of Shri B, R, Piliai, Register Clerk, as Atten- 
dant, he was relieved from the Work Charged Establishment 
(Vide Exhibt-WI), Though he submitted his joining report 
(Exhibit-W2) to the Cnishing Plant, he was not taken there 
but on the other hand, he was continued as Time Keeper. 
The Management has not shown any reason let alone valid 
reason for not acting on tire joining report submitted by 
Shri Piliai. In view of the adiuitted fuel that (a) Shri Piliai 
was all the while working as Time Keeper irrespective of the 
designation and establishment in which he was shown (b) 
his work was acknowledged to be satisfactory and (c) he 
was not allowed to join the Crushing Plant as Attendant, 
1 have no hesitation to hold that Shri Piliai is entitled to be 
ilcsignatcd as regular Time Keeper in the Time Keeping 
Organisation with effect from 5-11-1959 on which date there 
was nobody working with the Manrrgcment as Time Keeper. 
Obviously lie becomes the senior most Time Keeper when 
compared to other Time Keepers who joined the Manage- 
ment with effect from 1-4-1961 and onwards. Since nis 
work as a Time Keeper is admitted to be satisfactory, there 
is no reason why his claim for promotion to that of Head 
Time Keeper should not be considered particularly in view 
of the fact that he is senior most which is not denied by 
the Management. Since Shri Piliai is to be considered as 
Regular Time Keeper with effect from 5-1T1959, the other 
Employees who joined as Time Keeper with effect from 
1-4-1961 cannot claim their seniority over Shri B. R. 
Piliai and as such the contention of the Management dial 
if the claims of Shri B. R. Piliai were to be conceded, it 
would cre.ite repercussion on other Time Keepers, is neither 
genuine nor iust and hence ihe saiu conleniion la rejected 
as being without tiny basis. 
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The other contention of the Management that Shri B. R. 
Pillai could not be considered for promotion in the Crushing 
Plant (operation side) for the reason that ho has not worked 
in that Section and has not acquired skill required for pro- 
motion and his claim for promotion in the higher posts in 
Time Keeping Organisation could not be considered for the 
reason that his name was not borne in the said Establish- 
ment, is an artificial complication created by the Manage- 
ment itself for which worker cannot be penalised for no 
fault of his. Inclusion of his name in Time Keeping Organi- 
sation or Crushing Plant for purpose of seniority or promo- 
tion, would give rise to repercussion on other employees in 
the said section cannot be accepted for the reasons already 
given by me in the previous paras : — 

The so called complication or repercussion is a creation 
of the Management itself and ns such the Worker with ll' 
years unblemished service witli the Management cannot be 
penalised for such lapses of Management. 

For the foregoing reasons my Award is as Under : — 

1. That Shri B. R. Pillai shall be treated as Regular 

Time Keeper with effect from 5-11-1959 in the 
proper scales applicable to the post from time to 
time and his seniority shall be fixed accordingly. 

2. Shri B. R, Pillai being the senior most Time Keeper 

shall be enlillcd to promotion for the post of Head 
Time Keeper when the post of Head Time Keeper 
occured after 5-11-1959 i.e. with elfcct from 
l.Cl-19fi4 when Shri Ka.shyap was promoted and 
posted as Inspector, 

3. Shri B, R. Pillai is entitled arrears of wages as being 

the difference between the salary of Head Time 
Keeper and his actual salary from 13-1-1964. 

4. He is also entitled to consequential benefit as a result 

of his promotion to the post of Head Time Keeper, 
such as P.F., Bonus and such other benefits appli- 
cable to Head Time Keeper of the Management. 

5. Since the Management has denied his legitimate claim/ 

benefits as ti result of artificial creation of difficul- 
ties by the M.anagement and he has been dragged 
10 undergo hardship by way of representations and 
this proceedings for no fault of his, 1 order the 
Management to pay Rs, 300/- ns the cost of this 
proceedings. 

N. D BODADF. 

Regional Labour CommissionerfC) 
on Deputation, Dy, Chairman 
Mormiigao Dock Labour Board and Arbitrator. 

Mormiigao Hi. 

(GOA) 

Dt : 21-1-1974 

Exhibit — 1 


HINDUSTAN LIMITED 
BHILAI STEEL PLANT 

Office of the Mines Manager, Rajhara Mines 

No. MM(Raj) Estt. (W)C 37/62/2222 dated 3rd May 1962. 

Consequent upon their appointment on operation Estt. vide 
order No. Estt. IX/62/1065 dated 1 1th April 1962, the un- 
dermentioned persons on work charged establishments are 
hereby relieved from their duties on work charged establish- 
ment from the dates as shown .against each. 


Page 3 

S, No. ; 49 H. Ravindranathnn Pillai Register Clerk 
Scale ; Rs. 60-130 

Date ; from present Pay ; Rs. 66/-. 

15-4-62 F.N. 

Sd/- D. K. BASU, M, M. Rajhara Mines. 

Exhibit— W 2 

To 

The Mines Manager, 

Rajhara Mines. 

Ref ; No. Estt. I.X/62/106.S dated Bhilai 11-4-1962. 
Respected Sir, 

With reference to the above letter, 1, the undersigned beg 
to submit my joining report today the Monday F. N. on 16th 
April-62. 

Yours faithfully, 

Sd/- B. R, PILTAI 
16-4-62 

B, Raveendranathan Pillai, Attendant. 

[No. L-26013(t)/71-LB.lVJ 

New Delhi, the 8lh February, 1974 

S.O. 475. — In pursuance of section 17 of the Industrial 
Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the Central Government 
hereby publishes the following award of the Central Govern- 
ment Industrial Tribunnl (No. 2). Bombay in the industrial 
dispute between the employers in relation, to the Kerala 
Minerals and Metals Limited, formerly known as F.P.X. 
Minerals l.imited and their workmen, which was received by 
the Central Government on the 2nd February, 1974. 

BEFORE THE CENTRAL GOVERNMENT INDUSTRIAL 
TRIBUNAL No. 2, BOMBAY 

Reference No. CGIT-2/11 of 1973 

Employers in relation to (he Kerala Minerals and Metals 
Limited, 

AND 

Their Workmen, 

Present : 

Shri N. K. Viini, Presiding Officer. 

Appearances t 

For the Employers : Shri M. Ramachandran, Advocate 
For the Workmen : Shri N. K, Krishnan Kutty Advocate, 
Industry : Mining. State : Kerala, 

Bombay, the 9th lanuary, 1974 

AWARD 

By order No. F. No. L-290t2/15/73-LR. IV dated 15-9- 
1973 the Government of India, in the Ministry of Labour 
and Rehabilitation (Department of Labour and Employment) 
in exercise of the powers conferred by clause (d) of sub- 
section (1) of Section 10 of the Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 
(14 of 1947) referred to this Tribunal for adjudication an 
industrial dispute existing bctw'een the employers in relation 
to the Kerula Minerals and Metals Limited and their work- 
men in respect of the matter specified in the schedule as 
mentioned below ; — 

“SCHEDULE 

Whether the action of the Kerala Minerals and Metals 
Limited (formerly known as the F.X.P, Minerals 
Limited) in overlooking the claim of Shri S. T. 
Villavarnyar, Accountant Grnde-II for promotion to 
the po.st of Assistant Gradc-1 which was fillccl on 
the 16th March, 1970, was justified? If not, to 
what relief is the concerned workman entitled ?’’ 
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3. The fiicts giving rise to this reference are us follows 

(i) Shii S, T, Villuvui'uyar joined the F. X. Percirti and 

Sons (Travancore) Private Ltd. Quilon us n clerk 
on 1-1-1949, This conwany was taken over by 
the Government in 1956 with all the employees. 
When the Government took over the compuny it 
wa.s culled F.X.P. Minerals, 

(ii) Shi'i M, Bhuskuran Pillai was appointed in the com- 
pany on 9-6-1959 as Tinic-kecper. Shri Raghavan 
Pillai was appointed on 1-2-1958 as Laboratory 
Assistant. 

(iii) On 16-3-1970 Shri M. Bhaskaran Pillai was promoted 
as .'\ss(t. Grude-I in the grade of Rs. 13(1-330 by 
order dated 11-3-1970, Ex. 11/E. On the date 
of promotion of Shri Bhaskaran Pillai, Shri S. T. 
Villavarayar was in the grade of Rs. 90-10-250. 

(ivl According to Villavarayar, after the concern was taken 
over by the Government, the criteria for promotion 
was over-all seniority ami not section-wise seniority 
both in the factory and olhcc. There was no bifur- 
cation between Administrative branch and Accounts 
branch for the purpose of promotion. On the 
basis of his over-all seniority he should have been 
romoted as Asstt. Grade-f instead of Shri M. Bhas- 
aran Pillai on 16-3-1970. To redress his grievance, 
the Minerals Ministerial Staff Federation has raised 
the dispute. His previous Union had also raised the 
dispute in 1970. On account of this there _wn.s 
conciliation proceedings before the Asstt, Labour 
Commissioner (C), Hrnakulam. He tried to bring 
about conciliation but in vain. He therefore sub- 
mitted bis failuie of conciliation report Ex. 7/W 
to the Government on 31-3-1.973. The Government 
in (urn refcired this dispute to this Tribunal for 
adjudicidion. 


3. After the receipt of the reference, notices were issued 
to the parties to submit their written statements. In pursuance 
of the notice the General Secretary, Minerals Ministerial Staff 
Federation Chavara, Quilon filed written statement at Ex. 1/W 
and counter-statement at Ex, 4 'W (Written statement Ex. 1 /W 
and counter-statement Ex. 4/W are annexures A and B 
respectively to the Award). The managing Director Kerala 
Minerals and Metals ltd. Filed written statement at Ex. 2/E 
and rejoinder at Ex, 3/E (Written statement Ex. 2/E and 
rejoinder Fa. 3/E arc annexures C and D respectively to 
the Award). 


4. The Kerala Minerals and Metals Ltd. (hereinafter refer- 
red lo as the company) has filed documents in this case as 
mentioned below : — • 

(i) Olfice Order dated 30-11-1964 at Fx, 9/E. 

(ii) Office Order dated 14-8-1971 at Ex. 10/E. 

(iii) Government of Kerala. Industries (G) Department 

Order No. G. O. MS. 85/70/10 dated 11-3-1970 
at Ex. 11/E. 

(iv) Order of appointment of Shri M, Bhaskaran Pillai 

as Time-keeper dated 1-6-1959 at Ex. 12/E. 

(v) Government of Kerala. Industries (G) Department 

orders No. G.O, Rl. 802/64/ID d.itcd 6-10-1964 
at E.X. 13 /E. 


5. The General Sccielary, Minerals Ministerial Staff Federa- 
tion has field documents in this case as mentioned below:— 

(i) Memo. No. FST/2927/67/FXM dated 14-1-1968 
issued to Shri G. Sebastian Fernando at E.v. 5/W. 

(il) Proceedings of the discussion in the conference 
convened by the Asstt. Labour Commi.s.sioner (C) 
Ernakuleni on 28-12-1972 at F.x. 6/W. 

(iii) Failure of Conciliation report dated 31-3-1973 at 

Fx. 7/W. 

(iv) Memorandum of Conciliation Settlement dated I9ih 

January, 1970 at Fx. 8/W, 


6. Shri S. T. Villavarayar, the affected workman has given 
evidence on oath before me at Ex. 14/W, 

7. From the pleadings and documents on record the follow- 
ing points arise for consideration. 

(il Whether this reference is tenable 7 

(ii) Whether the action of the Kerala Minerals and Metals 
Limited (formerly known as the F.X.P. Minerals 
Limited) in overlooking the claim of Shri S. T. 
Villavarayar, Accountant Grade-H for promotion to 
the post of Assistant Grade-I which was filled on 
the 16th March, 1970 was justified ? 

(lit) If not to what relief is the workman entitled ? 

(iv) What order ? 

8. My findings are as follows 

(i) Yes. 

(ii) No. 

(iii) As staled in the judgment. 

(iv) As per order. 

REASONS 

Point No. 1 

9. On the admission of Shri S. T. Villavarayar in his 
evidence Ex. 14/W, il is dear that before the signing of 
the Memorandum of Conciliation Settlement dated 19-1-1970 
Ex. 8/W, he was a member of the Minerals Company Staff 
Association, which was a party to the settlement Ex. 8/W’. 
After the settlement Ex. 8/W. the Minerals Ministerial Staff 
Federation was formed, He is now the member of Minerals 
Ministerial Staff Federation. This Federation has raised the 
present dispute. 

10. ft is contended by the learned Advocate Shri Rama- 
chandran for the company at the time of argument that the 
dispute raised hy the Union which was not in existence at 
the time of cause of action will not convert individual dispute 
into collective one especially when the union of which he 
was a member at the time of cause of action did not raise 
the dispute. This contention cannot be accepted. 

1 1. In the first place Shri S. T. Villavarayar Ex. 14/W 

emphatically slates in his cross-examination that his previous 
Union had also raised the dispute in 1970 and that this 
Union took up the dispute to a particular point and the new 
Union of which he is a member is continuing the dispute. 
As against the sworn testimony of Shri Villavarayar there 
is no counter evidence on record. There is no reason to 
disbelieve Shri Villavarayar when he says that the old Union 
had took up the dispute lo a particular point and the new 
Union continued the same. As the old Union i.e. the Minerals 
Company Staff Association, which is still functioning had 
raised the dispute on behalf of Shri Villavarayar in 1970, 
it cannot be said that the present dispute was not raised 
by the Union which was not in existence at the time of 

cause of action. For deciding whether the dispute is an 
industrial dispute or not the material date is the date of refer- 
ence. The present reference was made in 1973. At that 
time the new Union of which Shri Villavarayar is the member 
was there. It had raised the diyiufe. As the Union had 

raised the dispute on behalf of Shri Villavarayar, it is an 
industrial dispute. Hence the contention raised by the 
management that the reference is not tenable on this account 
cannot be accepted. 

12. It is clear from the evidence of Shri Villavarayar, F.x. 

11/W that his case is that the Government had violated the 
provisions of settlement, in not giving him promotion. Rely- 
ing on this statement, it is contended on behalf of the 

company that if there is violation of settlement, it is no 

industrial dispute. It is further submitted that the Union 
should have either prosecuted the management for committing 
the breach of settlement Ex. 8/W or he should have filed 
application under Section 33Ct2) of the T. D, Act, 1947, 
for getting the benefits. This contention cannot be accepted, 
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13. Article 10 rcfiHidinr; (;nc\;incc piocedtire given in (he 
Memorandum of Conciliation .settlement dated iy-l“1970 E\. 
8,'W is ns follows : 

“It is agreed that the giieviincc of the employec.s will 
be processed and settled in accordance with the 
Grievance Procedure as per nnnexure VII.” 

14. Atinc.xurc VII relates to Grievance Procedure of F.X.P, 
Minerals, Chavaia. Para. 1 in this nnnexure is as follows;— 

“Grievances will be handled in accordance with the 
Grievance procedure detailed hereunder 

Complaints from employees pertainine to matters spe- 
cified in Schedule ‘A’ will constitute a grievance 
contemplated in the Grievance Procedure." 

15. Para. IX in the same anne.xurc is as follows:— 

“If the decision of the General Manager is not satis- 
factory or if no reply is received from the General 
Manager within 10 days of the submission of the 
Grievance to the General Manager, the employee 
may take up the matter through the Union to the 
Central Labour Department." 

16. Item 3 in Schedule ‘A’ in Annexure Vll is as follows : — 

“3. Service matters.” 


ciiiisidciatinn, it will lie clear (hat Shfi Villavatayar was senior 
to S/shri Bha.skaraii Pillai and Raghavan Pilltii in the office 
side. Naturally when promotions to any post were to be 
made from the employees working in the office side they 
have to be made on the basis of seniority, 

23, Accot^ding lo the compar-iy, the oflicc was bifurcated 
into_ Admini.slration rrrul .Account branches for cflicient func- 
tioning of the concern with the agreement of the employees, 
Shii S, T. Villavarayar has rightly been given promotion on 
12-7-1971 when vacancy arose in the Accounts Branch, nei- 
ther the Government nor the management has overlooked 
the claim of Shri Villavarayar at any time, on the other hand 
he was given promotion when the vacancy arose invoking 
the concession contemplated in the Special Rules and he 
cannot claim promotion in the Administrative Branch as ho 
was working in the Accounts Branch as Accounts Clerk and 
he has been rightly fitted in that branch and given promotion 
at the right time. 

24, It appears from Para. 6 of the written statement Ex. 
l/E of the management that as per long Term Agreement 
entered into with all the unions functioning in the company 
at that time, the oflice staff pattern has been reorganised Info 
two .separate branches viz. Administrative Branch and 
Accounts Brunch under the over all control of the Com- 
mercial Manager. It further appears that the following 
persons were allotted to each branch in accordance with the 
work they were doing during the post on functional basis. 


17. In the present case Shri Villavarayar's dispute Is that 
he should have been promoted ns Assistant tJrade-I on 
16-3-1970 instead of Shri Bhaskaran Pillai. This dispute re- 
lates to the service matter of Shri Villavarayar. As it relates 
to service matter, he is entitled lo lake up the matter through 
the Union with he Central Labour Department as mentioned 
above. It is therefore clear that his taking recourse in raising 
an industrial dispute through the Union and approaching the 
Assistant Labour Commissioner (C) Ernakulam is quite proper 
and legal under the provisions of the settlement Ex, 8/W. 
It cannot be therefore said that this reference is bad in law 
because Shri Villavarayar has not prosecuted the manaw- 
ment for committing breach of settlement Ex. 8/W or fifed 
application under Section 33C(2) of the I, D, Act, 1947. 

18. It is clear from the above that the present reference 
by the Government is quite competent and legal and the 
same is tenable. Hence my finding on this point is as above. 

Point No. li ' 

19. Annexure V of the Memorandum of Conciliation Settle- 
ment dated 19-1-1970 Ex. 8/W relates to F.X.P. Minerals 
Service special Rules. This annexure gives the constitution 
stating that the service shall consist of the following classes 
and categories. A perusal of this annexure shows that there 
were two divisions of employees working in the company. 
The first division relates to the employees working in the 
Factory side and the other division relates to the employee.s 
working in the office. 

20. Annc.xiire VI in Ex. 8/W relates to the final gradation 
list of staff members of F.X.P. Minerals, Chavara. A peru- 
sal of this nnnexure show.s Ihnt (he details of this list arc 
as follows ; — 

S. No., Class Categ.. Name, Designation. Qualification, 
Date of Birth, Date of entry into service and Date 
of appointment to the present post. 

21. It appenns that 87 employees were working in the 
Factory side and 20 employees were working in the office at 
the time of settlement Ex. 8/W. 

22. From the final gradation list of staff members In 
Anncxure-VI in Ex. 8/W it is crystal clear that the name 
of Shri S, T, Villavarayar is at S. No. 9, while S/shri Hhas- 
karan Pillai and Raghavan Pillai are at S. No. ll and 12. 
Shri Bhaskaran Pillai was appointed in the company on 
9-6-1959 and Shri Raghavan Pillai was appointed on 1-2-1958, 
as Time-keepers while Shri S. T. Villavarayar was appointed 
on 1-1-1949 and was appointed as Accounts Clerk on 16th 
February, 1956, If these dnte.s of appointment or dates 
of entry into service, given in the final giadntion list of stall 
members given in Anncxurc-Vl of Ex. 8/W are taken info 


Administrative Branch 
Oflice Superintendent fl) — Vacant 

Assistantant Grade I (1) --J.Arul 

Assistant Grade II (3) — M.Bhaskaran Pillai 

A, Raghavan Pillai 

S. lothlraj Fernando 


Accounts Branch 


Senior Account an I (D 

Cost Accountant (I) 

Accountant Grade I (1) 

Accountant Grade II (.3) 


— Vacanl 
— Vacant 

— P. Chandrasekhara pillai 
— O.S-’bastian Farnando 
S.T. Villavarayar and 
P, Kuttan Pillai. 


25. In Ihe first place the long term settlement Ex. 8/W 
nowhere mentions that the oflice stuff should be bifurcated 
into two branches i.c. Administrative and Accounts, If It 
would have been agreed at the time of agreement to bifurcate 
the office into two separate branches, annexure V in the Kx. 
8/W would have specifically mentioned this by giving the 
class and category of the employees working in the office. 
Office order dated 14-8-1971 Ex. 1 0/E show.s that in the 
report on the re-organisation of the working of the F.X.P. 
Minerals, Accepted and implcmenled by the State Govern- 
ment, it was recommended that the administrative machinery 
of the coneeiT including the accounting and co.sting branches 
should be reorganised for efficient functioning of the concern. 
It docs not mention that this bifurcation will be for the pur- 
poses^ of promotion lo higher posts also. Hence the manage- 
ment's plea that Shri S, T. Villavarayar was not promoted 
as .Assistant Grade 1 on 16-3-1970 when, his junior Shri 
Bhaskaran Pillai was promoted because the vacancy in ques- 
tion was in Administrative Section and not in the Accounts 
Section cannot be accepted. In my opinion for the purpose 
of promotion, common seniority of the employees working in 
(he Administrative Branch and Accounting Branch in the 
office will have to be taken into consideration in view of Ihe 
constitution given in Annexure V of the settlement Ex. 8/W. 
If the common .seniority of Ihe employees is to be taken into 
con-sideration for the purpose of promotion, Shri S. T. Villa- 
varayars’ claim for promotion in Ihe Assistant Grade I fioni 
16-3-1970 cannot be ignored. 


26. Admittedly Shri Villavarayar has been appointed a.s 
Assistant Grade I on 12-7-1971, Hence it cannot be said 
that he was not eligible for this promotion on 16-3-1970 on 
any other ground i.c, inefficiency etc. 

27. In short, on going through the settlement Ex. 8/W 
very carefully and the office order Ex. |0/E, which is .sulwe- 
quent lo Settlement Ex. 8/W, and the arguments of both 
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advocates and their pleadings on record T am of the view 
that the action of the Kerala Minerals and Metals Limited 
(.formerly known as Ihe F.X.P. hfineials IJmited) in ovei- 
looking the claim of Shri S. T. Villavnrayar, AccountanI 
Grade II for promotion to the post of Assistant Grade I 
which was filled on the 16lh March, 1970 was not justified. 
Hence my finding on point No. ii is us above. 


Point No. Ill 

28. As the action of the munagement in overlooking the 
claim of Shri Villavarayar for the post of Assistant Grade 1 
on 16-3-1970 and in appointing his juniors to the same post 
ignoring his claim is not justilicd, the employee in question 
should be deemed to have been promoted as Assistant Grade 
I with effect from 16-3-1970 and that he is entitled to get 
arrears of wages including increments, of this post. Hence 
my finding on point No. hi is us above. 


6. Promotions were given to some members of the staff 
subsequent to the Agreement overlooking the seniority of the 
Workmen Sri .S. f. Villavarayar. 

7. It is evident from the pattern of office Staff as given 
in page 41 of the Memorandum of the Conciliation settle- 
ment, no separate sections were made and the Gradation l.ist 
also do not show any such divisions or Sections. 

8. The Employer has arbitrarily choosen to divide the 
sections under Administrative and Accounts and selected the 
personnel for each section without the consent or giving 
option to the workman to opt the Section. 

9. The bifurcation of the Section was made subsequent to 
the. agreement vide Office Order I No. GM, 1/71 dated 14th 
August, 1971. it is to be noted there was no separate sec- 
tions in the Office at the time of the Agreement or prior 
to that. 


Point No. iv 

29. In view of the above findings T pass the following 
order : — 

ORDER 

(i) It is hereby declared that the action of the Kerala 
Minerals and Metals IJmited (formerly known as 
the F.X.P. Minerals Limited) in overlooking the 
claim of Shri S. T. Villavarayar, Accouniant Grade 
H for promotion to the post of Assistant Grade I 
which was filled on 16-3-1970 was not justified and 
that he should be deemed to have been promoted 
to the post of Assistant Grade I with effect from 
1 6-3- 1 970 and that on this basis he is entitled to 
get the arrears of wages including increments etc. 

(if) Award is made accordingly, 

(iii) No order as to costs. 

N. K. VAN!, Presiding Officer. 
Ex. 1/W (ANNEXURE ‘A’) 

BEFORE THE CENTRAL GOVERNMENT INDUSTRIAL 
TRIBUNAL NO. 2, BOMBAY 
In Hie disinitc referred for Adjudication under Reference No. 
rGIT/2/11 of 1973 

Parties : 

1. S. T, Villavarayar, Workmen represented by the Mine- 

rals Ministerial Staff Federation, Chavaru Quilon 
(Applicant). 

2. Employer, The Kerala Minerals and Metals Ltd. 

(Opposite Party), 

The applicant submits as follows : — 

1. The Workman Sri, S. T. Villavarayar, joined the Mine- 
ral Company on 1-1-1949 under the Management of M/s. 
F. X. Pereira and Sons (Tiavuncorc) Pvt, Ltd., in the office 
of their factory at Chavara as Clerk, He was the only Clerk 
in that office. 

2. The factory was taken over by Kerala Government and 
the business was run under the name and style of “F.X.P. 
Minerals” and managed by Government of Kerala and the 
Managers were deputed from the Government Departments, 

3. An agreement was made on 19-1-1970 between the 
various Trade Unions functioning in the concern and the 
Management, wherein gradation and principles of promotions 
were formulated, 

4. The Workmen according to the gradation is eligible for 
promotion. 

5. He was assigned the duties of puichase, salary prepara- 
tion of Staff, Store checking etc, and was caiTying the designa- 
tion as Accounts Clerk prior to the Agreement referred above. 
136 G of 1/73—7 


10. By dividing the sections the Management has given 
promotions to Sn M. Bhaskaran Pillai and Sri .A Raghavan 
Pillai as Assistant Grade I wrongly who are graded as No, 
11 and 12, ignoring Sri, S. T. Villavarayar who is graded 
as No. 9. 

11. Under Ailicle Vill Section 4 it was agreed that for 
determining the seniority the length of service and grade 
had been taken as criteria when the date of appointment of 
the incumbents to the present post is the same. 

12. S.T. Villavarayar was appointed on 1-1-1949 and 
was receiving a pav of Rs. 150/- as on 1-7-1962 in the 
scale of Rs. 50-5-80-10-150 and at the time of promotions 
given to Sri M. Bhaskaran Pillai and Sri A. Raghavan 
Pillai when they were drawing a pay of Rs. 55/- and Rs. 
60/- respectively in the scale of Rs. 40-5-80-120-10- 150. 

13. It will thus be seen Si'i S, T. Villavarayar was draw- 
ing a higher pay than the above two incumbents who were 
appointed in the year 1959 and 1958 respectively. 

14. According to Agieement and Gradation List Sri A. 
Raghavan Pillai is Junior to Sri M. Bhaskaran Pillai. 

15. The employer has given an irregular promotion to 
Sri M. Bhaskaran Pillai who was Junior and drawing a 
lower pay than Sri A. Raghavan Pillai and the same is also 
under dispute. 

16. Sri M, Bhaskaran Pillai although was given a pro- 
motion was not given the duties of Assistant Grade I in 
the office but deputed in the plant as a Techincal Trainee 
to enable him to qualify for A.M.I.E. as per his own 
request, 

17. The employer has been giving promotions before the 
Agreement according to their whims and fancies to favour 
some members of the staff and there were not principles 
as some time they look the overall seniority and sectional 
seniority to suit their convenience. 

18. The wrongful promotions effected after the memo- 
landum of settlement is irregular in the case of the two 
members mentioned earlier in this rejoinder and violative 
of the Agreement. 

19. The incumbent in this dispute has represented his 
grievance directly with the employer under the grievance 
procedure und Iniling to gel a redressal has taken up the 
case though bis Union to Conciliations. 

20. The several conciliation meetings having failed to 
Di'ing about a sclllement in spite of the reasonableness of 
Ihe claim the conciliation officer was forced to sent a failure 
report. 

21. The employer partly recognising his seniority and 
the legitimacy of his claim has promoted him belatedly 
on 12-7-1971 us .\LCOuntant Grade-l. 

22. It is worth noting Ihnl the claim for promotion was 
pending before the conciliation proceeding and was referred 
uj the Comniilicc instituted by Government Lomprising 



628 THE GAZETTE OF INDIA : FEBRUARY 16, 1974/MAGHA 27, 1895 [Part IF- 


Sri. N.H, Rajkumar, Additional Director of Industries and 
Commerce and Sri. P.O, Titus, General Manager, F.X.P. 
Minerals. 

23. The promotion of Sri. S.T. Villavarayar is therefore 
due from 19-1-1970 and ought to have been given rightly 
from the date on which promotions of Assistant Grade.l. 

24. Sri S. T. Villavarayar was promoted only on 12-7-1971 
and Was also given a promotional or notional jnerement. But 
the increments were subsquently were taken back under the 
pretext that the increments was given mistakecnly, while the 
increment sanctioned to the other members namely Sri 
M. Bhaskaran Pilhii, Sri A. Raghav.an Pillai, Sri. P, Chandra- 
sekhara Pillai. Sri G. Sebastain Fernando etc. were ratified. 

25. Sarvashri M. Bhaskarau Pillai and A. Raghavan Pillai 
were working in the office ua Time Keepers in the scale of 
Rs. 40-150 where as Sri. S.T. Villavarayar waa placed in 
the office ns Accounts Clerk in the scale of Rs. 50-150. It is 
therefore dear that Sri S. T. Villavarayar was in the higher 
rank and any promotion is rightly due to him before the 
above two personnel. 

26. The employer was adopting the rules of Government 
in the certain matters like T.A. and Batta and but proce- 
dures governing increment to the employees. Neither the 
precedents in the concern nor Government procedures are 
followed by the management. 

27. Qualification is not a criteria for promotion in the 
concern as can be evidenced from the promotions effected 
prior and after the agreement dated 19-1-1970 vide page 
No. 16 and 62. 

28. In the final strength of the office Staff it will be 
seen that there is only one post of Assistant Grade 1 and 
it should go rightly to cither Sri S.T. Villavarayar or Sri. 
A. Raghavan Pillai who is the next Senior most. According 
to the Gradation List and length of service. The G.O. Order 
No. M.S.85/70/1D. dated 11-3-1970 is the contredicton of 
the Gradation List and erroneously termed “Sri. M. 
Bhaskarau Pillai as senior most. It is wrong to say that 
as per the Gradation List approved that Sri. A. Raghavan 
Pillai is the next senior most. While the fact is Sri; A. 
Raghavan PDai is the senior to Sri M. Bhaskuran Pillai and 
was drawing a ffigher pay than Sri M. Bhaskaran Pillai at 
the time of promotiqn given to both of them. 

29. It is also wrongful to give a second promotion to Sri 
M. Bhaskaran Pillai if the claim for promotion to the post 
of Store Superintendent or Store Keeper is to be made 
only from the Administrative Section. It should rightly go 
to Sri A, Raghavan PUlai who is senior to him. 

30. It is therefore prayed that ihc Court may be pleased 
to order the opposite party the employer to give promotion 
to Sri. S.T. Villavarayar from 16-3-1970, and pay the 
back arrears of increment and all olher benefits. 

The facts slated above are true and correct to the best 
of my knowledge and belief. 

P. RAGHAVAN, General Secy. 

Minerals Ministerial Stuff Federation, 
Chavara (Quilon). 

Chavara, 6-10-1973, 

EX. 4/W 
( ANNEX URE ‘B’) 

BEFORE THE CENTRAL GOVERNMENT INDUSTRIAL 
TRIBUNAL NO. 2, BOMBAY 

Ref. No. CGIT. 2 /II of 1973 

In the Dispute between the Kerala Minerals & Metals 
Ltd. and the workmen — Minerals Ministerial Staff 
Feredation, Chavara /Quilon. 

Counter statement on behalf of the workmen — Save as 
otherwise expressly admitted the .statement made on behalf 
of the employer aie hereby denied. 

1. The averment in para 1, 2 & 3 are admitted. The 
appointrnent by Government .still stands good. 


2. Para 4 relates to the circumstances created for the 

appointment of a Committee under the head of 
Sri N. H. Rajkumar and the report and the order 
lefcrred therein were not made known to the work- 
men or the Union represented by him then. And 
therefore it is irrelcvent now and has become de- 
funct from the time the Agreement is signed by 
by Iho Union which is binding on the Employer 
.and Employees. 

3. The workman is one of the employees under the pre- 

vious Management of M/s, F.X, Pereira & Sons 
(Travancore) Private Ltd. was taken by Govern- 
ment a.s' per an Agreement dated 25-11-1955 and 
12-1-1956 between the Trade Unions and the Pre- 
vious Employees without any change in their service 
conditions and the emoluments they were gutting 
under the previous Management. 

4. T he appointment made by Government after taking 

over the llmenile factory, Chavara specifically guar- 
anteed that their past services being counted for 
Gratuity, Seniority and promotion — vide Order 
A 1,7084/57 dated 16-11-1957 and hence it is the 
natural ju.stice the workmen is entitled to promotion 
.according to seniority and precedents. 

5. In para 6, the aversion of the Employer i.s denied. 

No where in the agreement it is stated that the 
office will he reorganised in two separate branches 
namely Administrative Branch and Accounts Branch 
as contended hy the Employer and the personnel 
were not named under each branch. But the only 
reference seen on page 38 Annexnre III that the 
Chief Acountant is the Head of the Administrative 
and Accounting Branch and the (.Iflke Superinten- 
dent will supervise the Administrative Branch. But 
at the time of the Agreement no separate Branch- 
es were in existence. The Offipe Orders issued 
prior to this Agreement will prove beyond doubt 
that there wa.s no such different branches also in the 
office. The bifurcated branches are still under one 
head and Administrated by the Commercial 
Manager, 

Tn the Agreement it will he seen there were only 
three divisions as shown in Annexnre I, IT and 
HI, The Employer admits in the statement that 
the Administrative and Accounting Branch functions 
under the head of the Chief Accountant and there- 
fore both Administrative and Accounting Branch 
as they cull, it is under one wing. This is proved 
in the following statements. 

The Employer has choosen arbitrarily the personnel and 
assign them two different branches to suit their own 
convenience, This has affected the promotional op- 
portunity to the workmen referred in the dispute. 

The members in the Office were in different Union at 
the time of the Agreement and they were greatly 
disappointed and dissatisfied as their individual 
cases were not decided and brought into this written 
Agreement. They weic forced to form a separate 
Union for the Office Staff. The grievances of this 
workmen and others were brought to the notice of 
the Employer both individually and by the Unions. 

The .statement of the E.nployer on page 5 “The follow- 
ing per.sons were allotted to each branch in accord- 
ance with the work they were doing during the past 
(on functional basis)" is against facts and therefore 
denied. 

Sri S. T. Villavarayar was actually doing the work of 
Stores purchase etc. and this work is now given to 
Assistant Grade II and is placed under the Admi- 
nistrative Branch only on Augu.st 1971. It is also 
pointed out that Sri P. Chamlrasckhara Pillai was 
a Time Keeper and he was designated us Accounts 
Clerk. Survasree A. Raghavan Pillai and M. 
Bhaskaran Pillai were Time Keepers till they were 
allotted to the Administrative Branch, Therefore 
there is no force in the statement of the Employer 
that the personnel were allotted to each branch in 
.■iCcordancc with the work. 
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6. The stalemcnt in para 7 will not be applicable to the 

workmen since he has put in more than 20 years 
of continuOLis service and the employci' is empower- 
ed to make appointments by transfer of employees 
from one category /post to another catc«ory/po.st 
vide Note 2 on page 62. Hence the question of 
feeder category will not arise since there was no 
separate Branch in the Office prior to the agree- 
ment. It is also to be noted that the rcla.vation of 
rules regarding qualification on the formula of 1:3 
in a pniticnlar grade or post has also been vjohit- 
ed by the management. As a proof in the vacan- 
cies of five Supervisors occured in the Plant subse- 
quent to the Agreement five persons viz., Survasree 
V. Krislman Achari, Mariappan .Tames, K. Pappoo, 
K. Nanoo, and P.l. Motha who were unqualified 
were promoted. Plence the statement of the Emp- 
loyer is contradictory. 

7. It may nol be coricet to say that all individual issues 

then existing have been arrived at settlement as con- 
tended in para 8, The appointment and promo- 
tions given effect in both the branches will show 
that a decision was taken much later than the Agree- 
ment and ordered only on 11-3-1970. If it was 
agreed and settled, it should have been given effect 
to from the date of the agreement because the 
agreement is given a retrospective effect from 
19-M970. 

The circumstances nndev which Government ordered to 
keep the post of Senior Accountant and Account- 
ant Grade I were not let known to the Hiiions or 
to the workmen. The iw'o posts were agreed upon 
and there is no valid rca.son to keep those posts In 
abeyance contrary to the agreement, fn the same 
Government Order it was found that Sri J. .Anil 
was appointed us Office Superintendent as ordered 
in G. O, No. lHl/fi8/ID. dated 3-12-1968. Hence 
the appointment of Office Superintendent has been 
made two years prior to the agreement, No reasons 
can be given for not implementing the order dated 
3-12-1968. 

It is al >)0 wrongful to say that Sri M. Bhaskuran Pillai, 
Time Keeper was n senior most Assistant Grade II. 
The dale of entry as per the Gradation List is 
shown in the Agreement as 9-6-1959 and the date 
of birth 11-3-1109 whereas the date of entry into 
the service of Sri. A. Baghavun Pillai is shown 
as 1-2-1958 and date of birth as 23-9-1108, while 
the date of entry into service of Sri. S. T, Villavar- 
ayar is given as 1-1-1949. 

It is also against facts that no complaint has been raised 
neither by Sri, S.T. Vilhavar.ayar nor the Union. A 
complaint was lodged by the General Secretary, 
Mineral Companies Staff Association, Cbavara on 
31-7-1970 and 15-12-1970 and followed by repre- 
sentations individually and through (be Union and 
several conciliations which originated this reference. 

8. ft is not a concession given to Sri. S. T. Villavarny.ir 

as aware in para 9, He is the rightful claimant 
for promotion superceding the promotions of 
Assistant Grade I or Accountant Grade I. He was 
in the selection list as Accountant in the vacancy 
caused in 1968 and his name was recommended by 
the then tjencral Manager and it is note worthy 
that the name of the person promoted as Senior 
Accountant was not in the list. So the aversion of 
the Employer as Senior most Accountant Grade 1 
is not correct. Since the Accountant Grade I 
came into being only after the Agreement. 

9. It is admitted that the numbers shown arc only serial 

numbers. But it should be conceded that the 
serial numbers arc generally given on the basis of 
Rank and category, Btit there it is invariably given 
according to the positions. The serial numbers 
were pointed out to note the date of appointment, 
their age to show their seniority in the length of 
service and grade. 

10, The Minerals Ministerial Staff Federation was form- 
ed subsequent to the Agreement for reasons 


explained earlier. All the Unions agreed 
to the Long Term Agreement and since 
the individual cases were not brought Under the 
j\grccment, some of the Unions has raised the dis- 
pute and this particular ca.se also was referred to the 
Employer vide letter dated 31-7-1970 and 
15-12-1970. 

It is to be noted that now an another bifurcation has 
been effected in May, 1972 in which the Stenogra- 
pher tP.A.), Accountant Grade I and II and cicri- 
cul .Atteuders were separated and placed under the 
Works Manager in the Plant. If the contention of 
the Hraployer is accepted the above personnel now 
bifurcated cannot claim seniority and aspire for 
promotion either in Admuistrative or Accounts or 
in the plant and will have to loose their claim for 
promotion in any other sections or branch, i'here 
are 3 peons and 2 Typists and it is still not known 
to which branch they belong. 

11. Reviewing the past history Government have sympa- 

thetically considered the service sor old employees 
and have effected promutiOns to the incumbents who 
have suffered opportunities for promotions in view 
of the shifting of personnel from one section to 
the other section. To cite a case we mention the 
name of Sri K, V. John, Store Keeper who was 
originally appointed as Supervisor in the Plant was 
given the scale of Plant Foreman which was high- 
er than the scale of pay of the Slore Keeper on the 
plea that had he continued in Ihe Plant on Super- 
visor he would have been rightly pronioted as a 
Foicman, So the statement of the employer in 
punt 12 thal Shri S. T. Villavarayar has no claim 
for promotion to the po.st of Assistant Grade I is 
nol acceptable and is an injustice done to Sri S. T. 
Villiiyarayar in not giving the promotion from the 
date of Agreement. 

12. The statement made in para 12 is untenable and not 

relevant to this ease as service conditions of the 
employees are not changed. The change effected 
in the formation of a new Company from 1-4-1972 
was only in the name. The ownership and the 
Management still vest in the Government and the 
only change is effected in the personnel of Manage- 
ment and it has now come under the Board of 
Directors. The employee.s, the Assets and Liabi- 
lities were taken over in stock lock and barrel and 
all agreements, awards etc, relating to the employees 
will be binding on them as per section 25 FF of the 
Industrial Disputes Act. 

13. Government has deputed some personnel to work in 

the Company from various departments. By shift- 
ing their .service they do not loose seniority, promo- 
tions and get all benefits in addition to special allow- 
ances. Hence there is no impediment for manage- 
ment to apply Ihe same yardstick. 

14. It is the Mineral Ministerial Staff Feder.ation was not 

on existence at the time of negotiation and agree- 
ment. The Minerals Ministerial Staff Federation 
was registered and the employees have the right to 
form Associated and join any trade LJniou which 
can lake up the cause of employees as per Trade 
Union Act. i 

15. The formation of a new Company was long thought 

of an anticipated by Government. The manage 
ment started adding a danse in (he tender condi- 
[LOns (hat the sticces,sor Company /Management will 
be bound by the agreement /contract entered to. 
Hence the service condition will bind ibc new Com- 
pany as per Industrial Disputes Act, Section 25 PF. 

16. When the vacancy of Store Superintendent occurred 

in July, 1973 Sri S.T. Villavarayar also applied for 
the no.st a.s he was long connected with Stores work 
and had been acting in the capacity of Store Keep- 
er and Stores SnpcrinVndeitr in the leave vacan- 
cies. It was the further vacancy and the formula 
advocated by the employer viz., 1 ; 3 was not 
followed. This Federation also represent- 
ed his grievance- — vide letter dated 15-1-1973, 
It will thus be seen that the employer has adopted 
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yardstick: in the matter of promotions and appoint- 
ment. 

The facts stated above arc tme and correct to the best of 
my knowledge, information and belief. 

Sd/- 

P. RAGHikVAN, General Secy. 
Minerals Ministerial Staff Federation, 
Chavara/Quilon. 

Quilon, 

17-10-1973. 


Ex. 2/t (ANNEX URE ‘C’) 

BEFORE 1 HE CEmRAL GOVERNMENT INDUSTRIAL 
TRIBUNAL NO. 2, BOMBAY 

Reference No. CGIT. 2/11 of 1973 

In the matter of the fndnstrial Dispute between the 
Minerals Ministerial Staff Federation and manage- 
ment of the F.X.P. Minerals (Now known as 
Kerala Minerals and Metals Ltd.), 

Statement on Behalf of the Employer 

1, In exercise of the powers conferred by Clause (d) of 
s'jb-seclion fl) to Section 10 of the Industrial Di.'putes Act, 
1947 (14 of 1947), the Government of India, Ministry of 
Labour and Rehabilitation ha.s referred the following dispnie 
before the Central Government Industrial Tribunal No. U, 
Bombay for adjudication; — 

"Whether the action of the Kerala Minerals and Metals 
Ltd. formerly known a.s F.X.P. Minerals) in over- 
looking the claim of Sri S. T. Viliavarayar, Ac- 
countant Grade II for promotion to the post of 
,\ssistant Grade T which was filled on the Ifiih 
March, 1970 wa.s justified? If not, to what relief 
IS the concerned workman entitled". 

2. The facts relevant for the adjudication of the dispute 
are as follow.s: F.X. Pereira and Sons (1'ravancoi'c) Private 
Ltd., Quilon was a private limited company engaged in variou.s 
business, including separation of minerals from beach sand 
in their llmenite factoi'y at Chavara viz., F. X. Pereira Mine- 
rals, Chavara. In the year 1956, the Government of Kerala 
(hereinafter referred to as the Government) attached the 
llmenite factory at Chavara viz., F. X. Pereira Minerals under 
Revenue Recovery proceedings for arrears of royalty on 
minerals amounting to Rs. 6 lakhs due to the State Govern- 
ment. From that year onwards the llmenite Factory at 
Chavara in the name of F.X.P. Minerals, Chavara was 
directly under the management of the Government till 
1-4-1972. All these years upto 1971 there were litigations 
between the Government and former owners of the factory 
regarding the ownership of the llmenite Factory at Chavara. 
During the period of management of the State Government 
all appointments and promotions in the concern were made 
under orders of the said .Government 

3, It would appc.ar that Shri S. T. Viliavarayar entered 
in the employment of the F. X. Pereira & Som (Travan- 
eore) Ltd, as a Clerk on 1-1-1949 as he staled. While ihe 
llmenite factory at Chavara was taken over by the Slate Gov- 
ernment Sri Villavarayar’s service wa.s also taken by Govern- 
ment. He was appointed as Accounts CIcik in the scale 
of Rs. 50 — 150 on Fl-1958. His qualification is lhat he 
has studied upto E.S.F.C. Course. 

4. The employees of F.X.P. Minerals, Cha\'ara, went on 
agitation and strike during the year 1968 demanding revision 
of scales of pay fromulation of rules for promotion, recruit- 
ment etc. and presenting a charter of demands to Govern- 
ment. The Government considered their demands in con- 
sultation with representatives of the Trade I.Tnions function- 
ing in the Company and appointed a committee comprising 
Sri N. H. Rajkumar. Additional Director of Industries and 
Commerce (Technical) and Shri P.O. Titus, General Manager, 
F.X.P, Minerals, Chavara for submitting a report to Govern- 
ment am the revision of salary, wages, allowance etc. of the 


employee vide G.O. (MS) 506/68 AD, dated 20-12-1968. 
Government also ordered as follows while constituting that 
committee. 

(i) committee will discuss with the Union representa- 

tives befoic finalising its report; 

(ii) Government will move the Sub-Court, Quilon for 

implemcntalion of the rccommendalions of the 
above committee as the dispute regarding the 
ownership of the Company was pending in that 
Court during that time; 

(hi) A Gradation List will be finalised in consultation 
with the representatives of the various Unions, All 
provisional appointments will be examined on the 
basis of the Gradation List. Regular appointments 
will also be reviewed, if it is brought to the notice 
of the Government tliat the legitimate claim of 
a member has been overlooked and any compensa- 
tion is found necessary will be considered; 

(iv) In the raeanlimc, no further appointments and pro- 
motions will bo made except in cases of emergency, 
'f he question of urgency will be decided by the 
Government. 


5. Accordingly the conmiittee prepared a detailed report 
regarding the work standard, pay structure, gradation list, 
rules for promotion, recruitment etc, and finalised the same 
alter detailed discus.sions with all the labour unions function- 
ing in Ihc Company as contemplated in the Government 
order referred to above. Again State Government also made 
detailed discussions on the recommendations made by the 
t/ommittcc regarding the service conditions of the employees 
in F.X.P. Minerals, Chavara and in mutual agreement between 
Government and Employees entered into a Long Term 
.Seltlement under Section 12(3) of the Industrial joisputes 
Act in the presence of the Assistant Labour Commissioner 
(C), Ernakulam on 1.9-1-1970. All the labour unions func- 
tioning in the factory at that time were parties to that 
settlement which was to be in force till 18-1-1973, 


^ 6. In the I ong Term Agreement it was agreed to reorga- 
nise the office of the concern into two separate branches 
VIZ, Administrative Branch and Accounting Branch on func- 
tional basis. The Administrative Branch was put under the 
supervisory control of the Office Superintendent and the Ac- 
counting Branch was put under the administrative control 
of the Senior Accountant. There were 3 posts of Accounts 
Clerk in the scale of Rs. 50 — 150, It was agreed to redeSig- 
mate those posts as Accountant Grade II on Rs. 90 — 250. 
There was one post of .'kccoiintant on Rs. 60 — -100 which 
h.as been redesignated as Accountant Grade I on Rs. 130 — 
330. The post of Cashier has also been redesignated as Ac- 
countant Grade JI on Rs. 90 — 250. All these posts rede- 
signated as Accountant Grade I and II have been attached 
to the Accounts Branch. Similarly there were two posts of 
7 inic Keepers and one post of Shipping Clerk which were 
converted into Assistant Grade II on Rs, 90 — 250 and attach- 
ed to the Administrative Branch. There was one post of 
Head Cleik which has been redesignated as Assistant Grade 
I on Rs. 130 — 330 under the .Administrative Branch. Thus 
as per ihc T.ong Term .Agreement entered into with all the 
unions functioning in the Company at that time the office 
stall pattern has been reorganised into two separate branch- 
es viz.. Administrative Branch and Accounts Branch under 
the overall control of the Commercial Manager and the 
following persons were allotted to each branch in accord- 
ance with the work they were doing during the past (on 
functional basis). 


ADMINISTRATIVE BRANCH 


Office Superintendent 

(1) 

— Vacant, 

Assistant Grade I 

(1) 

—I, Arul. 

Assistant Grade 11 

(3) 

— -M. Bhaskaran Filial 



A. Raghavan Pillai and 



S, Jothiraj Fernando, 
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ACCOUNTS BRANCH 


Senioi- Ai.;i;ouiiUinl (1) — Vacant. 

Cost Accountant (1) — Vacant. 

Accountant Grade I (I) — B. Chandrasekhara Biliai, 
Accountant Grade II (3) ^G. Sebastian Fernando, 

S.T. Villavarayar and 
P, Kuttan Pillai. 

None of the Unions functioning in the concern during that 
lime had raised any objections on the above bifurcation. 

7. As per the Special Rules for promotion, method of re- 
cruitment and qualifications agreed to in that Long Term 
Agreement, the qualifications fixed for promotion to the post 
of Assistant Grade T and Accountant Grade 1 arc S.S.L.C. 
pass with two years experience in the feeder category. The 
feeder category for promotion to the post of Accountant 
Grade f is Accountant Grade 11 (Accounts Clerk) and Cashier 
and that for promotion to Assistant Grade 1 (Head Clerk) 
IS Assistant Grade II (Time Keepers and Shipping Clerk). 
It is also laid down in that Rules that the qualification pres- 
cribed as per that rules will not be applicable for piomotions 
to tlic next higher grade only it the case of persons who 
have put in 20 completed years of continuous service on the 
dale of promotion subject to the condition that such promo- 
tion by relaxation of rules will be restricted to one vacancy 
m every three vacancies in a patticular grade or post. This 
concession regarding the relaxation of rules for promotion 
will be in force only for five years from the date of the 
settlement. 

8, There were certain individual issues pertaining to the 

employees of the concern for examination by the Committee 
and also for settlement as per settlement. All individual 
issues than exi.sting were discussed during the negotiations 
and arrived at settlement. It was laid dow'n in thc_ Long 
Term Agreement (hat was agreed that all pending individual 
issues will be deemed to have been settled. In pursuance 
of the decision taken in the Long Term Agreement referred 
to above. Government in G.O. (MS) No. 85/70/fD, dated 
JJ-3-1970 have issued orders on the individual issues which 
Were given effect to from 16-3-1970. As per the said orders 
Government ordered to keep the post of Senior Accountant 
in abeyance and to create one post of Accountant Grade I 
and promote O. Sebastian Fernando, Accountant Grade TI 
(Accounts Clerk) as Accountant Grade 1. In the Admin- 
istrative Branch Sri. J. Anil, Assistant Grade 

I (Head Clerk) was appointed as Office Superin- 

tendent and Sri, M. Bhaskaran Pillai, Assiatant 
Grade II (Tinic Keeper) who was the seniormost Assistant 
Grade II was promoted as Assistant Grade 1 and allowed 
to continue as Technical Trainee. Sri A. Raghavan Pillai, 
v'ho was the next seniormost Assistant Grade II (Time 
Ko*pcr) in the Administrative Branch was promoted in the 
vacancy of Sri M. Bhaskaran Filial. Both Sri M. Bhaskaran 
Pillai and Sri A. Raghavan Pillai arc graduates. Neither Sri 
S.T, Villavarayar nor any of the Unions functioning in the 
Company had raised any complaint on the bifurcation of 
the office into Administrative and Accounts Branches and 
the promotions given in those branches separately. 


9. Subsequently Government hove revived the post of 
Senior Accountant which was kept in abeyance and promo- 
ted Sri. P. Chandrasekharan Pillai, seniormost Accountant 
Grade I and the resultant vacancy was filled up hy promot- 
ing Sri S. T. Villavarayar on 12-7-1971 invoking the conces- 
sion in the Special Rules allowed lor non-qnalificd person-s 
for promotion to the next grade mentioned in para 7 
above. 

10. Incidentally it may be pointed out that Ibc numbers 
assigned in the first column of the Gradation List attached 
to the Long Term Settlement arc only serial numbers for 
indicating total number of employees in the factory anil 
office and .all categories arc chronologically mentioned in the 
Giadation List. For exa)nple, in the office the Chief Ac- 
countant (Commercial Manager) is the first in the list, Office 


Superintendent is the second, Senior Accountant is the third, 
Coiit Accountant is the fourth, Stenographer is the fifth and 
so on. So serial No. 9 Sri S. 1. Villavarayar in the Ac- 
counts Branch cannot claim seniority over serial No. 11 Sri 
M. Bhaskaran Pillai and Serial No. 12 Sri. A, Raghavan 
Pillai who arc in the Administrative Brandi simply because 
they aic serially numbered below Sri S. T. Villavarayar, So 
serial number can never be taken as an indication for seni- 
oiify in the different categories. 

11. The Minerals Ministerial Staff Federation, Chavarn, 
which now raised the dispute was not in existence at the time 
of negotiating the Long Term Settlement dated 19-1-1970 or 
while dying promotions as per G. C. (MS) 85/70/ID, dated 
11-3-1970. It may be seen from the foregoing that all the 
Unions have agreed to the terms of the Long Term Settle- 
ment and also the selllement of individual issues as decided 
during the negotiations. Being a conciliation settlement, it is 
binding on all employees in the concern as contemplated by 
Section 18 of the Industrial Disputes Act. The offipc was 
rightly bifurcated into Administrative and Accounts Branch- 
es for the efficient functioning of (he concern with the agree- 
ment of the employees. Sri, S. T. Villavarayar has rightly 
been given promotion on 12-7-1971 when vacancy arose in 
the Accounts Branch. Neither the Government nor the 
management has overlooked the claim of Sri S. T. Villa- 
varayar at any time. On the other hand he was given 
piomotion when the vacancy arose invoking the concession 
contemplated in the Special Rules. He cannot 
claim promotion in the Administrative Branch as he 
was working in the Accounts branch as Accounts Clerk and 
he has been rightly fitted in that branch regarding which he 
had no complaint and given promotion at the proper time. 


12. Therefore it may be seen from the foregoing that Sri, 
S. T. Villavarayar has no claim for promotion to the post 
of Assistant Grade I and that the Rcrala Minerals and 
Metals Ltd. (formerly P'.X.P. Minerals) has never done any 
injustice to him while filling up the po.sts of Assistant Grade 
r on 16-3-1970. 

13. In this connection it is pointed out lhat the Govern- 
ment of Kerala has handed over the factory with effect from 
1-4-1972 to a new Company by name The Kerala Minerals 
and Metals Ltd. registered under the Indian Companies 
Act. The new Company which was never a party to the 
transactions in the past will be put to difficulties if the 
issue settled long ago by mutual agreement in the presence 
of the conciliation Officer is reopened at this distance of 
time. 

14. From what is stated above it is clear lhat Sri. Villa- 
varayar is not entitled to any relief whatsoever in this dis- 
pute. 

15. The dispute raised is not an industrial dispute, and 

this Hon'ble Court bus therefore no jurisdiction to adjudi- 
cate the same. Even according to Sri. Villavarayar, the 

cause of action if any arise long before the Union was even 

lorined. The Union in which he was a member at the 

relevant time, which was a party to the iicltlement, nevci 
iv.ised a dispute in regard to the issue now referred. In any 
view of the matter, the dispute is not one corning under 
the definition of industrial dispute under Section 2(k) of the 
Industrial Disputes Act. 

It is therefore prayed that this Hon’ble Court be pleased 
to answer the reference by rejecting it and all claims for 
relief put forward on behalf of Sri Villavarayar, by the 
union. 


I, P. O. Titus, Managing Director, Kerala Minerals and 
Metals Ltd., do hereby affirm and state that the facts stated 
above are true to the best of my knowledge, information 
and belief. 

Sd/- 

Oated this the 8lh day of October, 1973. 

For and on behalf of Kerala Minerals & Metals Ltd. 
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I'x, 3/E (ANNEXURE ‘D’) 

BEFORE IHE CENTRAL GOVERNMENl INDUSTRIAL 
'I RlBUNAl, NO. (2), BOMBAY 

Reference No. CGlT-l/lI of 1973 

111 the mutter of the Industrial Dispute between the 
Mineiuls Mini.steriul Statf I'edcrBtion and manage- 
ment ol the E.X.P. Minerals (now known as Kerala 
Minerals and Metals Limited.) 

Rejoinder of the IManagenient to the Statement dated 

6-10-1973 of the General Seerotary, Minerals Ministerial 
Staff Federation 

1. All the averments and allegations in the statement 
dated 6-10-1973 filed hy the Cleneral Secretary, Minerals 
Ministerial Staff I cdtration (hereinafter referred to as the 
Union’s Statement) aie hereby denied except to the extent 
e,\pres.sly coneeded herein. 

2. The claim that the workman according to the gradation 
is eligible for promoliun is hereby denied. As explained in 
paragraph 10 of the management’s statement dated K-10-I97.3 
the numbers a.ssigned in the first column of the gradation 
list attached to the long term settlement are not indicative 
of the seniority of the persons mentioned against the respec- 
tive numbers. 

3. The allegation in parograph 6 of the Union’s Statement 
that promotions were given to some members of the staff 
subsemient to the agreement overlooking the seniority of 
Sri S. T. Villnvaraya i.s incorrect and is hereby denied. On 
the other hand all promotions after the settlement were 
made in accordance with the Special Rules for recruitment 
and promoliorts laid down therein and Sri Villavarayar was 
also given promotion in accordance with the said Rules. U 
is inherent from the designations assigned to the various 
posts of office Superintendent, Senior Accountant, Cost Ac- 
countant etc. in the settlement and also in the gradation list 
that those designations were assigned in terms of the bifurca- 
tion of the office into Administrative and Accounts branches 
as agreed to in Iho settlement. It may be seen from page 
41 of the settlement that the post of Office Superintendent, 
Senior Accountant, Cost Accountant etc. were newly created 
to cope up with the work of the Accounts Branch. As (he 
bifurcation of the office in the aforesaid manner was part 
of the scheme of the settlement no question of seeking the 
option of the workmen concerned ever arose or could arise. 

4. The allegation that the bifurcation of the office into 
Accounts Branch and Administrative Branch was made sub- 
sequent to the long term settlement is incorrect. This biruca- 
tion was inherent in the scttlerr-nt itself as explained al- 
ready. Office order dated 14-8- 1971 deals with the redistri- 
bution of work in the two branches and not bifurcation of 
the office into Accounts Branch and Administrative Branch. 

5. After the bifurcation of the office into Accounts and 
Administrative Branches as per the lon^ term settlement there 
was no common seniority between Sri M. Bhaskaran Pillai 
and Sri, A. Raghavan Pillai on the one hand and Sri S. T. 
Villavarayar on Ihe other. Therefore the salary drawn by 
Sri Villavarayar at the time the other two were promoted 
in the Administrative Branch is immaterial and irrelevant. 

6. The inter seniority as between Sri A. Rnghavan Pillai 
and Sri M. Bhaskaran Pillai is irrelevant to the present dis- 
pute. There was no dispute- regarding the promotion of Sri 
M. Bhnskipan FilFai. 

7. The pjomotions effected after the long term settlement 
have been in accordance with the Special Rules laid down 
therein and were not wrongful. The promotion of Sri 
Villavarayar was due only on 12-7-1.971 and it was givcir to 
him with effect from that date. 

8. The Rajkumar romjnittee submitted il.s report before 
the long term settlement and the principles for recruitment 
and promotions and the gradation list recommended by the 
committee wcie discLrssed at the conciliation settlement and 
accepted by the management and the unions and incorpora- 
ted in the settlement. 


9. The increment given to Sri Villavarayar is not a 
matter which is relevant to this dispute. As pci- the long 
term settlement the normal date of increment of the em- 
ployees who were not promoted to higher grades is the 1st 
day of August of the year. Sri Villavarayar was promoted on 
12-7-1971 and his pay was fi.xcd in the higher grade at 
Rs. 225 per mensem as against his pay of Rs. 210 in the 
lower grade. As the promotion was effected on 12-7-1971 
to the higher grade as mentioned above the next incre- 
ment for hmi was due only on 12-7-1972 and not on 
1-8-1971 as in the case of employees who were not promo- 
ted. But while granting the increment to the employees 
who were not promoted Sri Villavarayar was also mistakenly 
given an increment with effect from 1-8-1971 without taking 
into account the promotion to the higher grade on 12-7-1971, 
T his mistake was rectified later and e.xtra payments made to 
Sri Villavarayar were recovered. The increments were 
given to the other four employees mentioned in paragraph 
24 as their pay fi.xcd in the higher grade after promotion fell 
short of their pay in the lower scale while granting the in- 
crements on the lower scale on 1-8-1971. No departure 
has been made from the rules either in the case of Sn Villa- 
varayar or in the case of these four persons. 

10. Sri S. T. Villavarayar was Accounts Clerk redesignat- 
ed as Accountant Grade 11 w-hilc both M /s Bhaskaran 
Pillai and Rnghavan Pillai were Time-keepers. As between 
Bhaskaran Pillai and Raghavan Pillai, who belong to the same 
category of Time-keepers, Bhaskaran Pillai was senior to 
Raghavan Pillai, Therefore the contention that the only 
post of A.s.sistant Grade I .should go rightly to Sri Villavara- 
yar or Raghavan Pillai. who is the next senior most, is 
totally misleading. 

11. The averments in pni-agraph 29 are irrelevant to the 
issue referred for adjudication, 

12. Sri Villavarayar is not entitled to get promotion with 
effect from 16-3-1970 and consequently ho is not entitled to 
any payment of increment or beuefils from that date. 

The management therefore prays that this Honourable 
Court be pleased to hold that the action of the manage- 
ment is not promoting Sri S. T. Villavarayar to the post of 
Assistant Grade I on 16-3-1970 is justified and he is not 
entitled to any relief whatsover. 

T, P. O. Titns, Managing Director, Kerala Minerals and 
Metals Ltd., do hereby nfiirm and state that the facts .staled 
above arc true to the licst of my knowledge, information and 
belief. 

Sd/- 

For & on behalf of the Kerala 
Minerals & Metaks Ltd. 

[No. L-290I2/15/73-LR. IV] 
P. P. KANTHAN, Under Secy. 
Dated this the 22nd of October, 1973. 


New Delhi, the 8th February, 1974 

S.O. 476. — In pursuance of section 17 of Ihe Industrial 
Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the Central Government 
hereby publishes the following award of the Central Govern- 
ment Industrial Tribunal, Calcutia, in the industrial dispute 
between the employers in relation to the management of 
Messrs. Shipping and Clearing (Agents) Private Limited, Cal- 
cutta and their workmen, which was received by the Central 
Government on the 2nd February, 1974. 

CENTRAL GOVERNMENT INDUSTRIAL TRIBUNAL 
AT CALCUTTA 

Reference No. 7 of 1973 

Parties : 

Employers in relation to the management of Messrs. 
Shipping and Clearing (Agents) Private Limited. 
Calcutta, 

AND 

Their Workmen. 
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Present i 

Sri S. N. B;igchi, Presiding Officer. 

Appearance : 

On behalf of Fmployers. — Sri N. K. Rahu, Advocntc. 

On behalf of Workmen — Sri Janaki Mukhcrjee, General 
Secretary, National Union of Waterfront Workers. 

State: West Bengal. Industry: Port & Dock. 

AWARD 

By Order No. 1.-3201 1/2 /73-P&D dated 4th June, 1973 
the Government of India, in the Ministry of Labour and 
Rehabilitation, Department of Labour and Employment, 
referred the following industrial dispute existing between the 
employers in relation to the management of Messrs. Shipping 
and Clearing tAgentsl Private Limited, Calcutta and their 
workmen, to this tribunal, for adjudication, namely : 

“Whether the following demands of the workmen, name- 
ly ; S /Shri Chandrika Rai, Ram Prasad Rai, Ambika 
Rai, Ram Naresh, Ramdeo, Sagar, Ram Audhay, 
Hari Charan, Dharamnath, Rambuji, Hari Rai, Ram 
Chandra, Lnl Bahadur Singh, Mazdoors and Shri 
Zakir, Driver and Shri Haider Khan, Cleaner of 
Messrs. Shipping and Clearing fAgentsj Private Uml- 
ted as represented by National Union of Water- 
front Workers tlNTUC) are Justified 7 If so, to 
what relief are they entitled and from what date 7 
fl) Declaration of permanency of workmen ; 

(21 Fixation of pay scale ; 

(3) Payment of dearness allowance, additional dear- 
ness allowance. House rent. City Compensary 
allowance as admissible under the recommenda- 
tions of the Central Wage Board for Port and 
Dock Workers at Major Ports, 

(41 Weekly resr.t. 

(51 Privilege leave, sick leave and casual Icivc." 

2. The workmen icpresented by National Union of Water- 
front Workers and the employers represented by its lawyer 
appeared on the date fixed for peremptory hearing. Fresh 
letter of authority was filed on that day on behalf of one 
workman Ram Prasad Rai signed by somebody as accepter 
of the letter of authority filed on the date of hearing i.e. 
22-1-1974. The gentlemen .appearing on behalf of the 
workmen on the basis of this letter of authority claimed to be 
General Secretary of the union. He objected to the appear- 
ance of the employer through lawyer on the date of hearing. 

3. A statement of case on behalf of the employer com- 
pany was filed on 11-9-73 signed by one of the Directors 
of the company as well as by one advocate. On 16-1-74 
the same advocate Sri N. K. Raha filed a petition on behalf 
of the company pin pointing in the petition the preliminary 
points affecting the jurisdiction of this tribunal to entertain 
and adjudicate upon the reference as made. The gentleman 
who represented the workmen claiming to be the General 
Secretary of the union on the basis of the letter of authority 
filed pui portcd to have beer, signed by one of the workmen 
raised the objection to the appearance of the lawyer. The 
lawyer on behalf of the employer company submitted that 


in view of the decision of the Calcutta High Court the objec- 
tion of the workman through the General Secretary of the 
Union to the appearance of the lawyer raised for the first 
on the date of peremptory hearing should not be entertained 
under the law. On 11-9-73 the statement of case on behalf 
of the employer company was filed signed not only by one 
of the directors of the company but by the Advocate with 
his signature and endorsement thereon reading as “filed by 
N. K. Raha, Advocate". The copy of the statement of case, 
on behalf of the employer so filed on 11-9-73, was served 
on the workmen represented by the union. The application 
on behalf of the employer company, signed by Sri N, K. 
Raha Advocate, and filed by him on 16-1-74, contains the 
preliminary points raising the question of jurisdiction of this 
tribunal to entertain and adjudicate upon the reference came 
up for consideration on 22-1-74 the date fixed for peremptory 
hearing. The be lated objection by the General Secretary 
of the union representing the workmen on the basis of the 
letter of authority filed on the date of hearing is. therefore, 
not tenable according to law. 

4. The first question that is to be decided by this tri- 
bunal before entertaining and adjudicating upon the reference 
is whether the Central Government is the appropriate Govern- 
ment to refer the dispute under reference to this tribunal 
for adjudication. It is the most fundamental question affec- 
ting the jurisdiction of the tribunal to entertain and adjudicate 
upon the reference. In paragraph Kai of the statement of 
case filed by the employer it is stated that the Central 
Government which has referred the alleged dispute to this 
Tribunttl is not the appropriate Government within the mean- 
ing of the Industrial Disputes Act. T shall not consider 
the other points raising the question of jurisdiction of this 
tribunal to entertain and adjudicate upon the j'efercncc in 
the sttacmer.t of case filed by the employer company. 

5. The workmen filed its statement of case signed by one 
Sri Janaki Mukherjee, General Secretary of the Union. In 
paragraph 3 of the said statement of case, which was re- 
verified by two of the workmen involved in this dispute 
under the orders of the Tribunal on 31-12-73, it is stated 
that the Opposite party i.e. the employer are Clearing and 
Forwarding Agents of cargo from and by Ships, Airways and 
other meaiLs of transport, and mainly hy waterways and the 
present dispute are concerned with those workmen employed 
by the Opposite party in the Calcutta Docks, Jetties and 
wharves and/or within the areas of the Docks. 

6. Now, the question is whether in relation to the industry 
of the employer the Central Government is the appropriate 
Government to refer the alleged dispute for adjudication to 
this tribunal by the order of reference in question, Sec. 2(a) 
of the Industrial Disputes Act as amended up to date 
contains the list of industries in relation to which the Central 
Government is the appropriate Government, The employer 
is a Private Limited Company under the name and style of 
Shipping and Clearing Agents Private Limited. Reading Sec. 
2(a) of the Industrial Disputes Act where there are specifi- 
cations of industries in relation to which the Central Govern- 
ment is the appropriate Government, I do not find that the 
employer in the present case Shipping and Clearing Agents 
Private Limited, comes vrithin any of the industries mentioned 
in Sec. 2 (q) of the Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 in relation 
to which the Central Government is the appropriate Govern- 
ment. 



THE GAZETTE OF INDIA : FEBRUARY 16, 1974/MAGHA 27, 1895 [Part H— 


634 


7. The gentleman who appeared on the date of hearing on 
behalf of the workmen as Genral Secretary of the Union 
subiTiitted that the employer of the workmen and the work- 
men were not governed by the Calcutta Dock Woikcrs 
(Rcgnlatior. of Employment) Scheme, 1970. But in the 
statement of case filed on behalf of the workmen, it is stated 
in paragraph 4 thereof that the workmen connected with the 
dispute are covered by the definition of the “Dock worker” 
as defined in the Dock Workers (Rcgnlation of F-mployment) 

Act, 1948 and other The Dock Workers (Regulation of 

Employment) Act, 1948 by Sec. 2(b) defines ‘Dock workers’. 
Section 3 speaks of Scheme for ensuring regular employment 
of workers. Sub-section (1) of Section 3 speaks of provi- 
sions that may be made by a Scheme for registration of 
dock workers and employers with a view to ensuring greater 
regularity of employment and for regulating the employment 
of dock workers, whether registered or not, in a port. 
Sub-section (2) of Section 3 in clauses (a) to (k) provide 
for the matters that are to be included in the Scheme to 
be published under the Act in the manner prescribed. Sec. 
3(2)fd) of the Act provides for a scheme for regulating the 
employer of dock workers whether registered or not and 
the terms and conditions of such employment including rates 
of remuneration, hours of work, condition as to holidays 
and pay in respect thereof. Clause (3) thereof provides for 
securing that in respect of periods during which employment, 
or full employment, is not available for dock workers to 
whom the scheme applied and who are available for work, 
such workers will subject to the conditions of the scheme, 
receive a minimum pay. By a notification dated 1st June, 
1970 the Dock Workers (Regulation of Employment) Scheme, 
1970 came into force from 1st July, 1970. In clause (3) 
of the Scheme there are several expressions Interpreted. 
Clauses (3)(p) speaks of registered dock workers, and 3(q) 
jegistered employers, 3(r) reserve pool, and 3(n) Pool workers. 
Clause 3(h) speaks of dock work meaning operations at 
places or premises to which the Scheme relates, ordinarily 
performed by dock workers of the classes or descriptions 
to which the Scheme applies. Clause 3(1) speaks of monthly 
worker meaning a registered dock worker who is engaged 
by a registered employer or a group of such employers on 
monthly basis under a contract which requires for its tormi- 
nation at least one month’s notice on either side. Clause 
(2) of the Calcutta Dock Workers (Regulation of Employment) 
Scheme, 1970 speaks of the objects and application of the 
Scheme. The objects of the Calcutta Dock Workers (Regu- 
lation of Employment) Scheme, 1970 are to ensure greater 
regularity of employment for dock workers by maintaining 
an adequate but not more than adequate number of dock 
workers, the achievement of efficiency of performance in 
dock work and attainment of satisfactory levels of produc- 
tivity by the dock workers and progressively, more 
.and more full monthly employment for the dock 
workens under the registered employers and thus 
fulfil the ultimate objective of complete decasualisation of 
the workforce. Sub-clause (2) of clause (2) says that the 
Scheme relates to (he port of Calcutta within the limits spe- 
cified in Schedule V and applies to the classes or descriptions 
of dock work and dock workers set out in Schedule I. The 
proviso to the sub clause (2) says that the Scheme shall 
not apply to any dock worker who is not specified in 
Scheme I. Schedule I gives the list of Dock Workers to 
which the Scheme applies such as Stevedoring work (other 


than coal stevedoring and coal bunkering) salt, passenger 
baggage and mail work. Dock Foreman, Hatch Forement, 
Winch Driver, Sardar, Mate, Stevedore Mazdoor Senior, 
Stevedore Mazdoor Junior, Rigger, Tally Clerk, Salt Worker. 
Bagger and Stichcr, General Mazdoor (Cargo), General 
Furpose Mazdoor and Gearman. In paragraph 4 of its 
slatement of case filed on behalf of the workmen it is stated 
that the workmen connected with the dispute are covered 
by the definition Dock Workers as defined in Dock Workers 
(Regulation of Employment) Act, 1948 and others are 
covered by the recomendation of the Central Wage 
Foard for Port and Dock and the Union crave refe- 
rence to the aforesaid Acts and amongst others to page 58 
and item 6.23 on page 120, and page 127 of the Central 
Wage Board for Port and Dock Workers’ as published by 
the Government of India in 1969-70. 

8. The moot question is whether the present workmen 
come within Schedule I of the Calcutta Dock Workers (Re- 
gulation of Employment) Scheme, 1970 made and publish- 
ed under Sec. 3 of the Calcutta Dock Workers (Regulation 
of Employment) Act, 1948, Every dock worker shall not 
be covered by the Scheme, Only the dock workers as in 
Schedule I shall be covered by the Scheme of 1970 prepared 
under the 1948 Act. The gentleman who appeared as 
General Secretary of the Union on behalf of the workmen 
on 22-1-74 while submitting before me stated that the 1970 
Scheme did not cover the workmen. The bare Act of 
1948 makes no provision as to the employment of dock 
v'orkers by the Dock employer. The Act and the Scheme 
make law on the subject complete. The 1970 Scheme, as I 
have pointed out, by Schedule I makes it applicable only to 
those workers as are included in the Scheme. But the 
present workers are not included in the said Schedule. No- 
where in its statement of case the workmen stated that they 
were registered dock workers under registered employer, the 
company in the present case within the meaning of such 
expression under the Scheme of 1970. The workmen in- 
volved in this dispute do not fall within any of the catego- 
ries of woikmcn as in Scheme I of 1970 Scheme. As I 
have pointed out Clause 2 sub-clause (2) of 1970 Scheme 
dearly says that the Scheme relates to Port of Calcutta 
v/ithin the limits specified in the Schedule V and applies 
to classes or dcscriptioiLs of Dock workers and of the cate- 
gories of dock workers as set out therein and by proviso to 
Sub-clause 2 of clause 2 it is stated that the Scheme shall 
not apply to any dock worker who is not specified In Sche- 
dule 1. By sub-clause (3) of clause 2 of the Scheme, 1970 
It is stated that the scheme shall apply to the registered 
dock woi ker.s specified above and their registered employers. 
The workmen in their statement of case have nowhere stated 
that they were registered dock workers, and the company, 
the employer of the workmen, are registered employers. The 
statement of case filed on behalf of the workmen by para- 
graph 3, it is stated that the Opposite party are Clearing 
and I^'orwarding Agents of Cargo from and by Ships, Air- 
ways and other means of transport, and mainly by water- 
ways and the present dispute are concerned with those work- 
men employed by the 0pp. party in the Calcutta Docks, 
Jetties and wharves and /or within the areas of the Docks. 
So, the employer /.e. the Shipping and Clearing Agents does 
not confine its business activity to Port of Calcutta and to 
the Airport of Calcutta. Their activity extend to the use 
of other means of transport along waterways. The activities 
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of ihc company involve in clearing and forwarding of car- 
goes (1) from and by Ships, (2) Airways, (3) other means 
of transport and mainly by waterways. The expression 
“mainly by waterways” may include boats, motor-boats, 
binges. The exprc,ssion “other means of transport'’ may in- 
clude motor-vehicle, lorries, bullock carts and any other 
vchecular or non-vchecular means of transport even human 
agency. Paragraph 3 of the statement of ca.se field on behalf 
of the workmen further says, “and the present disputes are 
concerned with those workmen employed by the Opposite 
j arty in the Calcutta Docks, Jetties and wharves and/or 
within the areas of the Docks”. Clause (3)(g) of the 
1970 .Scheme mentioned above defines dock employer which 
means the person by whom a dock worker is employed of 
is to be employed and includes a group of dock employers 
tormed under item c of sub-clause 1 of Clause 17. “Dock 
work” in clause ( 3 ) ( h ) of the Scheme means operation at 
places or premises to which the Scheme relates, ordinarily 
performed by “dock workers” of the classes or description* 
to which the Scheme applies. The Scheme of 1970, as 1 
have already pointed out, does not apply to any “dock 
worker ’ which is not covered by Schedule I of the Scheme 
nor the Scheme applies to any who is not a registered dock 
worker or registered employer. Clause 2(2) of the Scheme, 
as 1 have already pointed out, says that the Scheme relates 
to the Tort of Calcutta within the limits specified in Sche- 
dule V thereof and applies to the classes or description of 
dock work and dock workers set out in Schedule I and 
by proviso it is stated that the scheme shall net apply to 
any dock worker who is not specified in Schedule I. Sub- 
clause t3) of clau.se (2), of the Scheme as I have already 
mentioned, says that the scheme shall apply to registered 
dock worker.s and their registered employers. In paragraph 
4 of the statement of case filed on behalf of the workmen 
it is stated that the workmen connected with the dispute 
arc covered by the definition of "dock workers” as defined 
in Dock Workers (Regulation of Employment) Act, 1948. 
But the gentlemen appearing on behalf of the workmen 
submitted that the Calcutta Dock Wewkers (Regulation of 
Employment) Scheme, 1970 docs not apply to the work- 
men involved in the dispute. I have already pointed out 
that the Dock Workers (Regulation of Employment) Act, 
1948 so far as Calcutta Port is concerned is a dead law, 
without the Calcutta Dock Workers (Regulation of Emp- 
loyment) Scheme, 1970. The Scheme of 1970 applies to 
Calcutta Port as specified in Schedule V of the Scheme. One 
who comes within the definition of dock worker in the Act 
i.c. Dock Workers (Regulation of Employment) Act, 1948 
may not be a dock worker under the Scheme of 1970. The 
workmen do not claim in this dispute that they and their 
employer are governed by the Calcutta Dock Workers (Re- 
gulation of Employment) Scheme, 1970. Had they been 
governed by the Scheme of 1970, which is applicable to 
the Calcutta Port then the dispute referred to for adjudica- 
tion by this tribunal might have come within the expression 
“Major Port” as in Sec. 2(a) of the Industrial Disputes Act. 
1947 wherein appropriate Government in relation to the 
industries specified in clause (q) is the Central Government. 
The Scheme of 1970 is applied to the Port of Calcutta but 
t'nly in respect of specified workmen and specified employer 
as in the Scheme itself (Section 2 of 1970 Scheme). The 
workmen do not claim to be governed by the Scheme of 
1970 and even if they are so governed, they do not come 
13fc G of 1/73—8 


within Schedule I of the Scheme. So, their dispute docs 
not as referred to for adjudication, relate to any “major 
port” -as included in Sec. 2(a) of the Industrial Disputes 
.\ct. Accordingly, the appropriate Government is not the 
Central Government to refer the alleged dispute for ad- 
judication by this tribunal. 

9, I therefore, conclude that in relation to the dispute 
icfcrrcd to for adjudication by this tribunal the appropriate 
Government is no: the Central Government within Sec. 
2(a) of the Industrial Disputes Act read with Dock Workers 
(Regulation of Employment) Act, 1948 pnd the Calcutta 
Dock Workers (Regulation of Employment) Scheme, 1970. 
Accordingly, this tribunal cannot entertain and adjudicate 
upon the dispute as referred to for adjudication by this tri- 
bunal. The reference is, therefore, rejected. 

This is my award. 

Dated : 25lh Jan., 1974. 

S. N. BAGCHI, Presiding Officer 
[No. L-320I1/2/73-P&D] 
V- SANKARALINGAM, Under Secy. 

(«nr ariV 

1974 

air. 477.^hrr: ^ 7T?r 

^TWt-^T-^TTRl, ^(311 

tit «frf 

1947 (1947 14) IRTT 10 ^ 3^1 VUT (1) qi ^trc (^T) 

KRTT JilV«Hll«jT ^ irtrfTT ^ 

ajMrifiiT WTT 7-<j; ar#j nTTfru 

(ntau), 

13 fq-VTRt, 1972 ^ 
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Ur. (rtf-36012/6/73-^ eff] 
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ORDER 

New Delhi, the 8th February, 1974 

aO. 477. — Whereas the Central Government is of opi- 
nion that an industrial dispute exists between the employers 
in relation lo the management of Messrs Gosalia Shipping 
Private Limited, Stevedores Vasco-da-Gama. Goa and their 
workmen in respect of the matters specified in the Schedule 
hereto annexed : 

And, whereas, the Central Government considers it desira- 
ble to refer the said dispute for adjudication ; 

Now, therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred by 
clause (d) of sub-section (1) of section 10 of the Industrial 
Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the Central Government 
hereby refers the said dispute for adjudication to the 
Central Government Industrial Tribunal, No. 2, Bombay, 
constituted under section 7A of the said Act. 

SCHEDULE 

“Whether the action of the management of Messrs 
Gosalia Shipping Private Limited, Stevedores, Vasco- 
da-Gama (Goa), in not allowing Shri Luis Mariano 
Pereira, Assistant Foreman, to resume duty with 
effect from the 13th December, 1972, is justified? 
If not, to what relief is the workman entitled ? 

[No. L. 36012/5/73-P&D1 

«ST. 31T. 478.— «rfr: 31V m <b»f'PI7 

^ Mbwi) vVhr, 1957 vrattnr ^ 

MiTtUFT) sriHjfrrtnr, 1948 fi048 jpt 9 ) ^ «tvt 4 45^ 
TTsmr (1) fTrrr sur ariV 

r^rprffr FTFUr (STT 31^7 TtsTFTV ?“T»lFr) 

3tT. 839, 8 1973 ^ vnTTT ii 

VNTLT, FFT 2, €15 3, (2), dlvW 17 1973 ^ 

1195-96 TV WlfsTF nFT FT fsTRtf strPfflF! 

Vf ?4 ' -F8 l dTUt tTFlfm ffFT FFTSf 3dHjV|,^BT 4 TNT- 
TT FWrF ^ 4 46 ^TF ^ aTF^V Vt VTFlftF 

flFJ, 3 Tt4t 3rft t^FFF JTfif F13 4 I 

arfv FF-. FFff TIFFF 17 Fnf, 1973 FFFT ^ 

4177 fTFr FFT FT , 

31^7 Frf;, 7rr^T7 ni<l d 'Td FT^TF *77 ^FTST 4 

Fli?' FT T^FFT FFfT F# ^ , 

dlTT:, 3rr, F7W, FW arftlfFFF ^ FTTT 4 

44 FFtlTTT (1) fFTTT JUTTr ?lt4^lVf 4F FFtTT 4rr4 
TEfOT ani^FT^^fTT SH 474477 (f^FfsiF FF M^FttF) 
744f, 1957 TTTtHtF 4174 ^ fFlFfldW 
FFT^ t, dTFfTi; 

1 . FTF 3^7 PIT7F-.— (1) ^ vVfF 4F 4f^ 

FTF tTsJTF- arTfFL^fhfF 4r44)'l7 (i'dFldF 4F f^^FFF) 
JTFFr FTrfFF TF^hr, 1974 t \ 
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(2) FIS TTFTT 4 FFFTTF 44 FTT^ 44 l[47fr I 

2. FSrer irf4! 4nf4?T7 (ftmtFF 4IT ?4fT- 

FFTF) TF^F, 1957 7^,— 

(1> 74F 6 «■ 4^ FF d TB (2) ^ Tp; (ifi) 4- — 

(FT) "rfhr” ^nrf ft# ^itft ^ tfft 47 

“?t” 7T^ 7^ FltT^ ^ 

(BT) "Flf<rFT” 71^ FIT FfF FL? flfFT ariTTF I 

(2) EfB 9 F! 4^ FF^ (2) 4-, — 

(41) <}Vr "ffhr” ?FR 47 “Ft” 

7r«? 77?T FIFFT , 

O') FF (3) 41T fK FH tW FITFT , 

(3) 4^, iTF (3) ^ PFTF 47, ?'iJF?d«rr tTF 
t 'Jill)'!), sTFfr ' — 

“(3) f4fFT (fsTFi^ FFTT f4fFT 4t FfiFfFTr 5“) 
a'5T4 4" FuFlTjIn TDpfTTc^F' "sriVFl I” 

DF. >4. 13011/2/72-'4 5^] 

S.O. 478.-- Whereas certain draft scheme to amend the Madr.as 
Unregistered Dock Workers (Regulation of Employmenl) 
Scheme, 1957 was published as required by sub-section (1) 
of section 4 of the Dock Workers (Regulation of Employ- 
ment) Act, 1948 (9 of 1948) at pages 1195-96 of the 
Gazette of India, Part 11 Sec. 3 sub-section (ii), dated 
the 17th March. 1973 under the notification of the Govern- 
ment of India in the Ministry of Labour and Rehabilitation 
(Department of Labour and Employment), No. .S.O. 839, 
dated the 8th March, 1973 inviting objections and suggc.s- 
tions from all persons likely to bo affected thereby, till the 
expiry of a period of 45 days from the date of publication 
of the notification in the Official Gazette. 

And Whereas the said Gazette was made available to 
the public on the 17th March, 1973. 

And whereas no objections and suggestions have been 
icceived from the public on the .said draft by tlie Central 
Government; 

Now, therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred by 
sub-section (1) of section 4 of the said Act, the Central 
Government hereby makes the following scheme to amend 
the Madras Unregistered Dock Workers (Regulation of 
Employment) Scheme, 1957 namely; — 

1. Short title and coRunencement. — (1) This Scheme 
may be called the Madras Unregistered Dock Workers (Regu- 
lation of Employment) First Amendment Scheme, 1974. 

(2) It shall come into force on the date of its publica- 
tion in the Official Gazette, 

2. In the Madras Unregistered Dock Workers (Regula- 
tion of Employment) Scheme, 1957,— 

(i) in item fa) ot sub-clause (2) of clause 6B,— 

(a) for the word "three” wherever it occurs, the wore 
“two" shall bo substituted; 
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(b) the word "coal” shall be omitted. 

(ii) in clause 9A, in sub-clause (2), — 

(a) in the opening paragraph, for the word "three”, 
the word “two” shall be substituted; 

(b) item (iii) shall be omitted; 

(iii) in the Schedule, for item (3), the following item 

shall be substituted namely;— 

"(31 Shore labour employed in handling coal (in- 
cluding bunker coal)”. 

LNo. V-13011/2/72-P&D1 

an. «9.— ^ 'htf'hu isd 
Vt i V - Kind ) 1956 if WfrhjT ^ 

^ Sll^ 1 ^ ^qtdiidd) afttr- 

1948 (1948 ^ 9) imr 4 ^ Ttmm (i) 
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S.O. 479.- Whe reas certain draft scheme to amend the Madras 
Dock Workers (Regulation of Employment) Scheme, 1956 
was published as required by sub-section (1) of section 4 
of the Dock Workers (Regulation of Employment) Acl, 
1948 (9 of 1948) at pages 1196 of the Gazette of India, 
Part-11, section 3, sub-section (ii), dated the 17th March, 
1973 under the notiheation of the Government of India 
in the Ministry of Labour and Rehabilitation (Department 
of Labour and Employment). No. S.O. 840, dated the 
Sth March, 1973 inviting objections and suggestions from 
:ill persons likely to be affected thereby, till the expiry of a 
period of 45 days from the date of publication of the noti- 
fication in the Official Gazette. 

And whereas the said Gazette was made available to the 
1 iiblic on the 17th March, 1973; 

And whereas no objections and suggestions have been 
tcceived from the public on the said draft by the Central 
Government; 

Now, therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred by 
sub-section ( 1 ) of section 4 of the said Act, the Central 
Government hereby makes the following scheme to amend 
the Madras Dock Workers f Regulation of Employment) 
Scheme, 1956 namely; — 

J, Short tttle and cominenccnient.— ( 1 ) This scheme 
may be called the Madras Dock Workers (Regulation of 
Employment) First Amendment Scheme, 1974. 

(2) It shall come into force on the date of its publica- 
tion in the Official Gazette. 

2. In Schedule 1 of the Madras Dock Workers (Regu- 
lation of Employment) Scheme, 1956 in item f1) the word.s 
“but excluding coal work” shall be omitted. 

[No. V-1301I/2/72-P&D] 
V. SANKARALINGAM, Under Secy, 
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